


registration of pesticides under the Federal Insecticide. Fungicide. and Rodenticide Act. We
have concerns about reports that the agency may be planning to regulate some pesticides,
particularly neonicotinoid products, without a sufticient understanding ot all the environmental
stressors facing pollinators. Neonicotinoid products are an important component of modern
agriculture techniques, which have helped American farmers increase productivity. improve
cost-competitiveness and continue to produce safe, nutritious food for the world. If EPA does
move forward with regulatory actions regarding pesticides, we ask that you work within the
exisling pesticide regulatory framework. which has helped the agency to regulate in a sound.
science-based manner.

Regarding EPA’s potential actions designed to improve pollinator health. would you please
provide answers to the following questions:

« Ias EPA or its partner agencies researched the impact of the varroa mite on pollinator
health? 1i so. how does that agency calculate ihe impact of the mite on hive counis?

e Most data for hive counts. both domestic and international. show variability predating the
use of neonicotinoids in the U.S. and Europe. Does the EPA have data that conflict with
this? If so. will you please provide 1t?

o Last fall the EPA released a study on the benetits of neonicotinoid seed treatments in
soybean production. Did EPA conduct similar analyses of the efficacy of seed treatment
in other crops? If so, what were the criteria used to select these crops. and were these
studies publicly released?

o« The soybean report relied on acreage and price data from the US Department of
Agriculture’s National Agricultural Statistics Service. Did EPA draw on other USDA
data — including seed treatment usage rates and efficacy — in conducting its analysis? 1f
so, what information did USDA provide?

o The soybean study relies heavily on "EPA Proprictary Data.” Is comparable publicly
available data available? Did EPA seek information from registrants. seed companies or
producers?

o How will the soybean study be used in EPA regulatory decisions?

»  When EPA is considering product registrations or re-registrations, how often is EPA-
initiated research used versus data submitted by the registrant?

o OnlJuly 17,2014, the US Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) announced that it was
banning the use of neonicotinoids on USFWS lands. Was EPA consulted by the Service
regarding its decision? What guidance did EPA offer?

o In October 2014. the Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ) issued guidance on the
use of neonicotinoids and plant materials treated with this class of chemistry on certain
federal properties. Was EPA consulted about this action? What guidance did EPA offer”

As an estimated one-third of all food and beverages arc made possible by pollination, if there
was a significant decline in pollinator populations. it would have a serious impact on our diets,
economy. and environment. Scientists agree there is a complex set of factors that are impacting
pollinator populations and any agency actions could have a significant impact on modern
production agriculture. Therefore, it is essential that EPA works closely with all stakeholders
and partner agencies, investigates the entire range of possible impacts on pollinator health. and
follows all administrative requirements before completing any potential rulemakings.
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Winited States Soate

WASHINGTON, DC 26810

March 9, 2017
VIA ELECTRONIC TRANSMISSION

The Honorable Scott Pruitt
Administrator

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
1200 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.-W.
Washington, D.C. 20460

Dear Administrator Pruiti:

Whistleblowers play-a vital role in helping the government identify-and resolve
issues-of waste, fraud, and abuse, and they are crucial for Congress in the exercise of its
constitutionally mandated oversight responsibilities. Since the beginning days of our
nation, our Founding Fathers recognized that whistleblowers are essential to ensuring

. that government is functioning properly and efficiently. As early as July'30, 1778, “in
demonstration of their full support for whistleblowers,” the Continéntal Congréss:
unanimously approved legislation recognizing “the duty of all persons in the service of
the United States” to inform “Congress or other proper authorit[ies]” of wrongdoing.!
Today, we continue to recognize this important responsibility. President George H. W.
Bush, in his October 17, 1990 Executive Order 12731, stated plainly that federal
employees “shall disclose waste, fraud, abuse, and corruption to appropriate
authorities.”?

As members of the Senate Whistleblower Protection Caucus, we enthusiastically
echo:these historical precedents in our support for individuals who shine a light on
waste, fraud, and abuse. We bélieve that it is in your agency’s best interest, and the-
taxpayers’ best interest, to do the same, and to openly recognize and wholeheartedly
support the duty and value of whistleblowers. Whistleblowers are assets, and they can
help us enhance government efficiency and transparency and save taxpayers billions of
dollars.

To encourage these individuals to bring’ problerns to the surface so that they may
be addressed, Congress enacted and has since strengtheéned federal laws that protect

1 S. Res. 522, 114th Cong. (2016) (enacted) (citing legislation of July 30, 1778, reprintéd in Journals of the
Continental Congress, 17741789, ed. Worthington C. Ford, et al. (Washington, D.C., 1904~37), 11:732).
The 2016 Whistleblower Appreciation Day resolution was sponsored by the Senate Whlsﬂeblower
Protection Caucus.

2z Exec. Order No. 12,731, 3.C.F.R. 306 (1990) (emphasis added).
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them from reprisal for lawful, good faith disclosures of potential wrongdoing. Itisa
prohibited personnel practice to retaliate against an employee for “any disclosure of
information . . . which the employee or applicant reasonably believes evidences (i) any
violation of any law, rule, or regulation, or (ii) gross mismanagement, a gross waste of
funds, an abuse of authority,.or a substantial and specific danger to public health or
safety.”s Protections from reprisal also.extend to employees of contractors,
subcontractors, grantees, and subgrantees,4 These statutes protect whistleblowers who
report wrongdoing internally to a supervisor—as a significant majority do—so that their
management has an opportunity to address it. They-also protect whistleblowers who
choose to report outside of their chain of command due to real fears of reprisal by their
management. In either case, these brave men and women perform an invaluable public
service.

That service is equally valuable and necessary when whistleblowers disclose
waste, fraud, and abuse to Congress. Congress relies on these individuals working
within agenciés to provide the infortmation necessary “to give-effect to the-checks and
balances that are essential to the separation of powers.”s Accordingly, title 5, Section
7211 prowdes that the right of federal employees to furnish information to committees
of Congress may not be interfered with or denied.é Officials or employees who do
interfere with that right aré not entitled to-.compensation.”

35U8.GC 8 2302(b)(8)(A)(1)-(u) (2012) (emphasis added); id. § 2302(b)(9) (protecting employees who,
among other things, exercise any right granted by law, rule, or regulation or who cooperate with an
Inspector General or the Office.of Special Counsel); and id. § 2302(b)(13) (requmng any non-disclosure
agreement to contain a clear exception for lawful whistleblawing); Consolidated Appropriations Act of
2016, Pub. L. No.:114-113, div. E, title VII, 129 Stat. 2485, § 744 (2015). Employees of the Intelligence
Community also are protected undera separate regime pursuant to Presidential Policy Directive 19, the
Intelligence Authonzatxon Act of 2014, and the Intelligence’ Community Whistleblower Protection Act.
Presidential Policy Directive 19, ‘Protecting Whistleblowers with Access to Classified Information (Oct.
10, 2012); Intelhgence Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2014, Pub. L. No. 113-126, §§ 601—04, 128 Stat.
1390, 1414—22 (2014); Intelligence Authorization Act for Fiscal Yéar 1999, Pub. L., No. 105-272, §§ 701~
02, 112 Stat. 2397, 2413—17 (1998). Employees 6f the Federal Bureau of Investigation ate protected under
5 Us.C § 2303 which now also explicitly clarifies that the statute protects disclosures Yo supervisors, the
Office of Special Counsel, and Congress. Federal Bureau of Investigation Whistleblower Proteétion
Enhancement Act of 2016, Pub. L. No. 114-302, 130 Stat. 1516 (2016).

441 U.S.C. app. § 4712 (2016); 10 U S.C. § 2409 (2012).

5 Brief for Members of Congress as. Amici Curiae - Supporting Respondent, Dep’t of Homeland Sec. v.
MacLean, No. 13-894, 2014 WL 4925075, at *7 (U.S. Sept. 29,2014).

6 5 U.S.C: § 7211 (2012) (“The right of employees, individually or collectively, to petition Congress or a
Member of Congress, or to furnish information to either House of Congress, or to'a committee or Member
thereof, may not be interfered with or denied.”)

7 Consolidated Appropriations Act of 2016; Pub. L. No. 114113, div. E, title VII, 129 Stat. 2475, § 713,
(2015); Letter from Susan A. Poling, Gen Counsel U.S. Gov’t Accountability Office to Charles E. Grassley,
Chairman, 8. Comm, on the Judiciary, Jason Chaffetz, Chairman, H. Comm. on Oversight and Gov't
Reform, and Bob Goodlatte, H.-Comm. on the Judiciary re: GAQ Op, B-325124 (Apr: 5, 2016) (available
at http://www.gao.gov/assets/680/676341.pdf).
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Despite these protections, whistleblowers still often face intimidation, retaliation,
and prohibited personnel practices. Therefore it is essential that agency leadership,
from the top down, promotes-an open culture for employees to make disclosures and
takes swift action against any employee who violates a whistleblower’s rights.

All Americans are better off when whistleblowers step forward and report
misconduct without fear of retaliation. Consistent with your statutory responsibilities,
we ask that you remind employees at your agency about their ability to make protected
disclosures in accordance with whistléblower protection laws.8 We also ask that you
remind all incoming employees and managers that retaliation against whistleblowers
will not be tolerated.

Over the past several years the members of the Senate Whistleblower Protection
Caucus have endeavored to incréasé piotections for-whistleblowers and bring awareness
to issues of retaliation. We will continue this work in the current Congress and will
continué oversight of the executive branch’s implementation and enforcement of
whistleblower protections. We appreciate your-assistance and look forward to working
with you.

,Sincerely, |

7

Claire McCas‘ Charles E. Grassley

U.S. Senator U.S. Senator

Ron Wn PO TR

U.S. Senator #} U.S. Senator .,
Tamx;z Baldwin Joni K. Ernst

U.S. Senator U.S. Senator

85 U.8.C. § 2302(c) (2012) (“The head of each agency shall be responsible for the prevention of prohibited
personnel practices, for the compliance with and enforcement of applicable civil service laws, rules, and
regulations, and other aspects of personnel managemerit, and for ensuring (in consultation-with the Office
of Special Counsel) that agency cmployees are informed of the rights and remedies available to them
under this chapter and chapter 12 of thistitle, including how to make a lawful disclosurc of information
that is specifically requiired by law or Executive order to be kept classified in the ifterest of national
defense ovthe conduct of foreign affaivs tothe Special Counsel, the Inspector General of an agency,
Congress, or other agency employec designated to receive such disclosures.”).
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Unmited States Senate

WASHINGTON, DC 20510

May 25, 2017

The Honorable Scott Pruitt
Administrator

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
1200 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW
Washington, DC 20460

Dear Administrator Pruitt:

In light of the recent D.C. Circuit decision in Waterkeeper v. EPA, the EPA should take
immediate action to prevent the waste of federal, state, and local resources designated for
emergency response programs. Therefore, we urge you to challenge the D.C. Circuit decision
and to provide America’s farmers and ranchers with regulatory relief through agency directive
and rulemaking.

As you know, the Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and L.iability Act
(CERCLA) was enacted in 1980 in response to serious environmental and health risks posed by
industrial pollution. CERCLA has two primary objectives: to give the federal government the
tools necessary for prompt response to problems resulting from hazardous waste disposal and to
hold polluters financially responsible for cleanup. The Emergency Planning and Community
Right-to-Know Act of 1986 (EPCRA) was enacted to ensure proper notice to relevant authorities
in cases of accidental spills, chemical plant explosions, and release of hazardous chemicals from
sinking ships or train derailments. Congress never imagined the normal odors and emissions
(including low-level concentrations of ammonia and hydrogen sulfide) of livestock, poultry, and
egg production would somehow be captured.

In 2098, EPA finalized a rule to clarify the exemption of farms from CERCLA and EPCRA
reporting requirements. This rule provided that all Animal Feeding Operations (AFOs) and
Concentrated Animal Feeding Operations (CAFOs) were exempt from CERCLA, and only large
CAFOs were required to report under EPCRA. However, in its April ruling, the Court of Appeals
for the D.C. Circuit found that exemption to be inconsistent with statutory requirements, thereby
requiring submission of these senseless reports from agricultural operations. We implore you to
continue fighting for Amecrican agriculture, by challenging the panel decision by the D.C.
Circuit.

Left unchecked, when expanded reporting requirements go into effect on June 2, 2017, up to
100,000 farms and ranches across the country will face enormous uncertainty and potential
liability if they do not submit an emissions report. These reports have the potential to
significantly overburden the National Response Center (NRC), which received a mere 24,193
reports in 2016. And unlike the reports received last year, which averaged about 66 per day, the
National Response Center would potentially receive tens of thousands of reports within a matter
of a few days. Not only will these unnecessary agricultural reports shut down and congest a
necessarily fast-moving response process, but they will actually prevent the NRC and local first



responders from efficiently addressing real emergencies. Required reporting from agricultural
operations directly impedes the purpose of the statute.

In addition, we strongly support any action you take to protect both the integrity of the NRC and
local emergency planning units, while also protecting the wellbeing of America’s farmers and
ranchers. This includes clarifying the applicability of the agricultural exemptions contained
within both CERCLA and EPCRA, as well as tailoring reportable quantities to an appropriate
level for livestock and poultry operations. If the EPA cannot address this problem in the courts
or on its own, we encourage you to come to Congress to find a solution.

L. (v

JOHN CORNYN
United States Senator

lofpud .

Sincerely,

JOHN BARRASSO, M.D.
United States Senator

ROY B LN J BOOZMAN
United Stateq Senator United States Senator
TOM COTTON MIKE PO
United States Senator United States Senator

TED CRUZ MIKE ENZI |
United States Senator United States Senator
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United States Senator
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ORRIN G. HATCH
United States Senator
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United States Senator
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United States Senator
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M. MICHAEL ROUNDA
United States Senator
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United States Senator
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CHARLES E. GRASSLEY
United States Senator
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United States Senator
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United States Senator
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United States Senator
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BEN SASSE
United States Senator
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RICHARD SHELBY
United States Senator
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HN THUNE
United States Senator
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ROGER F\ WICKER
United es Senator
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MIKE LEE
United States Senator
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LUTHER STRANGE
United States Senator

THOM TILLIS
United States Senator

United States Senator

JAMES E. RISCH
“”'mw United States Senator
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OFFICE OF
SOLID WASTE AND
EMERGENCY RESPONSE
NOW THE
OFFICE OF LAND AND
EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT
The Honorable John Cornyn

United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Cornyn:

Thank you for your letter of May 25, 2017, to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Scott Pruitt, regarding the recent D.C. Circuit Court decision in Waterkeeper v. EPA vacating the
December 18, 2008, final rule, CERCLA/EPCRA Administrative Reporting Exemption for Air Releases
of Hazardous Substances from Animal Waste at Farms (73 FR 76948). The EPA’s rule provided an
exemption from reporting releases of hazardous substances into the air from animal waste at farms under
the Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act (CERCLA) Section 103
and for all but large concentrated animal feeding operations under the Emergency Planning and
Community Right-to-Know Act Section 304.

The EPA appreciates your concern regarding the burden these reporting requirements may pose and the
uncertainty for farms and ranches as a result of the Court’s decision vacating the final rule. The EPA is
evaluating alternative approaches that could address these issues while protecting the integrity and
capabilities of the response communities.

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may

contact Pamela Janifer in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
Janifer.pamela@epa.gov or (202) 564-6969.

incerely,
B N. Breen

Acting Assistant Administrator

Internet Address (URL) @ http://www.epa.gov
Recycled/Recyclable @ Printed with Vegetable Oil Based Inks on 100% Postconsumer, Process Chlorine Free Recycled Paper
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OFFICE OF
SOLID WASTE AND
EMERGENCY RESPONSE
NOW THE
OFFICE OF LAND AND
EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT
The Honorable Tom Cotton

United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Cotton:

Thank you for your letter of May 25, 2017, to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Scott Pruitt, regarding the recent D.C. Circuit Court decision in Waterkeeper v. EPA vacating the
December 18, 2008, final rule, CERCLA/EPCRA Administrative Reporting Exemption for Air Releases
of Hazardous Substances from Animal Waste at Farms (73 FR 76948). The EPA’s rule provided an
exemption from reporting releases of hazardous substances into the air from animal waste at farms under
the Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act (CERCLA) Section 103
and for all but large concentrated animal feeding operations under the Emergency Planning and
Community Right-to-Know Act Section 304.

The EPA appreciates your concern regarding the burden these reporting requirements may pose and the
uncertainty for farms and ranches as a result of the Court’s decision vacating the final rule. The EPA is
evaluating alternative approaches that could address these issues while protecting the integrity and
capabilities of the response communities.

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Pamela Janifer in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
Janifer.pamela@epa.gov or (202) 564-6969.

Ol

Barry N. Breen
Acting Assistant Administrator

Internet Address (URL) @ http://www.epa.gov
Recycled/Recyclable @ Printed with Vegetable Oil Based Inks on 100% Postconsumer, Process Chlorine Free Recycled Paper
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OFFICE OF
SOLID WASTE AND
EMERGENCY RESPONSE

NOW THE
OFFICE OF LAND AND
EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT

The Honorable Roy Blunt
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Blunt:

Thank you for your letter of May 25, 2017, to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Scott Pruitt, regarding the recent D.C. Circuit Court decision in Waterkeeper v. EPA vacating the
December 18, 2008, final rule, CERCLA/EPCRA Administrative Reporting Exemption for Air Releases
of Hazardous Substances from Animal Waste at Farms (73 FR 76948). The EPA’s rule provided an
exemption from reporting releases of hazardous substances into the air from animal waste at farms under
the Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act (CERCLA) Section 103
and for all but large concentrated animal feeding operations under the Emergency Planning and
Community Right-to-Know Act Section 304.

The EPA appreciates your concern regarding the burden these reporting requirements may pose and the
uncertainty for farms and ranches as a result of the Court’s decision vacating the final rule. The EPA is
evaluating alternative approaches that could address these issues while protecting the integrity and
capabilities of the response communities.

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Pamela Janifer in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at

Janifer.pamela@epa.gov or (202) 564-6969.
inczrﬂly, @
. )

B N. Breen
Acting Assistant Administrator

Internet Address (URL) @ hitp:/www.epa.gov
Recycled/Recyclable @ Printed with Vegetable Oil Based Inks on 100% Postconsumer, Process Chlorine Free Recycled Paper
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OFFICE OF
SOLID WASTE AND
EMERGENCY RESPONSE

NOW THE
OFFICE OF LAND AND
EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT

The Honorable John Barrasso
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Barrasso:

Thank you for your letter of May 25, 2017, to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Scott Pruitt, regarding the recent D.C. Circuit Court decision in Waterkeeper v. EPA vacating the
December 18, 2008, final rule, CERCLA/EPCRA Administrative Reporting Exemption for Air Releases
of Hazardous Substances from Animal Waste at Farms (73 FR 76948). The EPA’s rule provided an
exemption from reporting releases of hazardous substances into the air from animal waste at farms under
the Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act (CERCLA) Section 103
and for all but large concentrated animal feeding operations under the Emergency Planning and
Community Right-to-Know Act Section 304.

The EPA appreciates your concern regarding the burden these reporting requirements may pose and the
uncertainty for farms and ranches as a result of the Court’s decision vacating the final rule. The EPA is
evaluating alternative approaches that could address these issues while protecting the integrity and
capabilities of the response communities.

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Pamela Janifer in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
Janifer.pamela@epa.gov or (202) 564-6969.

Sincerely,

N. Bretn
Acting Assistant Administrator

Intermet Address (URL) e http:/www.epa.gov
Recycled/Recyclable @ Printed with Vegetable Oil Based Inks on 100% Postconsumer, Process Chlorine Free Recycled Paper
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OFFICE OF
SOLID WASTE AND
EMERGENCY RESPONSE

NOW THE
OFFICE OF LAND AND
EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT

The Honorable Ted Cruz
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Cruz:

Thank you for your letter of May 25, 2017, to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Scott Pruitt, regarding the recent D.C. Circuit Court decision in Waterkeeper v. EPA vacating the
December 18, 2008, final rule, CERCLA/EPCRA Administrative Reporting Exemption for Air Releases
of Hazardous Substances from Animal Waste at Farms (73 FR 76948). The EPA’s rule provided an
exemption from reporting releases of hazardous substances into the air from animal waste at farms under
the Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act (CERCLA) Section 103
and for all but large concentrated animal feeding operations under the Emergency Planning and
Community Right-to-Know Act Section 304.

The EPA appreciates your concern regarding the burden these reporting requirements may pose and the
uncertainty for farms and ranches as a result of the Court’s decision vacating the final rule. The EPA is
evaluating alternative approaches that could address these issues while protecting the integrity and
capabilities of the response communities.

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Pamela Janifer in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
Janifer.pamela@epa.gov or (202) 564-6969.

N. Breen
Acting Assistant Administrator

Internet Address (URL) @ http:/www.epa.gov
Recycled/Recyclable ® Printed with Vegetable Oil Based Inks on 100% Postconsumer, Process Chlorine Free Recycled Paper




\)@\“ED ST,q).é:s‘

' 5 UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
M 8 WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460
£
@)

©
4L prot®

\:\NOHIANS

A
N

AUG 1 5 2017

OFFICE OF
SOLID WASTE AND
EMERGENCY RESPONSE

NOW THE
OFFICE OF LAND AND
EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT

The Honorable Michael D. Crapo
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Crapo:

Thank you for your letter of May 25, 2017, to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Scott Pruitt, regarding the recent D.C. Circuit Court decision in Waterkeeper v. EPA vacating the
December 18, 2008, final rule, CERCLA/EPCRA Administrative Reporting Exemption for Air Releases
of Hazardous Substances from Animal Waste at Farms (73 FR 76948). The EPA’s rule provided an
exemption from reporting releases of hazardous substances into the air from animal waste at farms under
the Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act (CERCLA) Section 103
and for all but large concentrated animal feeding operations under the Emergency Planning and
Community Right-to-Know Act Section 304.

The EPA appreciates your concern regarding the burden these reporting requirements may pose and the
uncertainty for farms and ranches as a result of the Court’s decision vacating the final rule. The EPA is
evaluating alternative approaches that could address these issues while protecting the integrity and
capabilities of the response communities.

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Pamela Janifer in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
Janifer.pamela@epa.gov or (202) 564-6969.

cerely,
A(
éL . Bree —

Acting Assistant Administrator

Internet Address (URL) @ http://www.epa.gov
Recycled/Recyclable @ Printed with Vegetable Oil Based Inks on 100% Postconsumer, Process Chlorine Free Recycled Paper




(€D 574
K o

é" T% UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
3 M 8 WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460
%, S
A PROT?’O
AUG 1 5 2017
OFFICE OF
SOLID WASTE AND
EMERGENCY RESPONSE
NOW THE
QFFICE OF {AND AND
EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT
The Honorable John Boozman

United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Boozman:

Thank you for your letter of May 25, 2017, to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Scott Pruitt, regarding the recent D.C. Circuit Court decision in Waterkeeper v. EPA vacating the
December 18, 2008, final rule, CERCLA/EPCRA Administrative Reporting Exemption for Air Releases
of Hazardous Substances from Animal Waste at Farms (73 FR 76948). The EPA’s rule provided an
exemption from reporting releases of hazardous substances into the air from animal waste at farms under
the Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act (CERCLA) Section 103
and for all but large concentrated animal feeding operations under the Emergency Planning and
Community Right-to-Know Act Section 304.

The EPA appreciates your concern regarding the burden these reporting requirements may pose and the
uncertainty for farms and ranches as a result of the Court’s decision vacating the final rule. The EPA is
evaluating alternative approaches that could address these issues while protecting the integrity and
capabilities of the response communities.

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Pamela Janifer in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
Janifer.pamela@epa.gov or (202) 564-6969.

Barry N. Breen
Acting Assistant Administrator

Intemet Address (URL) @ http://www.epa.gov
Recycled/Recyclable @ Printed with Vegetable Oil Based Inks on 100% Postconsumer, Process Chlorine Free Recycled Paper
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The Honorable Joni Ernst

United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Emst:

Thank you for your letter of May 25, 2017, to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Scott Pruitt, regarding the recent D.C. Circuit Court decision in Waterkeeper v. EPA vacating the
December 18, 2008, final rule, CERCLA/EPCRA Administrative Reporting Exemption for Air Releases
of Hazardous Substances from Animal Waste at Farms (73 FR 76948). The EPA’s rule provided an
exemption from reporting releases of hazardous substances into the air from animal waste at farms under
the Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act (CERCLA) Section 103
and for all but large concentrated animal feeding operations under the Emergency Planning and
Community Right-to-Know Act Section 304.

The EPA appreciates your concern regarding the burden these reporting requirements may pose and the
uncertainty for farms and ranches as a result of the Court’s decision vacating the final rule. The EPA is
evaluating alternative approaches that could address these issues while protecting the integrity and
capabilities of the response communities.

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Pamela Janifer in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
Janifer.pamela@epa.gov or (202) 564-6969.

Sincergly,

N. Breen
Acting Assistant Administrator
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NOW THE
OFFICE OF LAND AND
EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT

The Honorable Mike Enzi
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Enzi:

Thank you for your letter of May 25, 2017, to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Scott Pruitt, regarding the recent D.C. Circuit Court decision in Waterkeeper v. EPA vacating the
December 18, 2008, final rule, CERCLA/EPCRA Administrative Reporting Exemption for Air Releases
of Hazardous Substances from Animal Waste at Farms (73 FR 76948). The EPA’s rule provided an
exemption from reporting releases of hazardous substances into the air from animal waste at farms under
the Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act (CERCLA) Section 103
and for all but large concentrated animal feeding operations under the Emergency Planning and
Community Right-to-Know Act Section 304.

The EPA appreciates your concern regarding the burden these reporting requirements may pose and the
uncertainty for farms and ranches as a result of the Court’s decision vacating the final rule. The EPA is
evaluating alternative approaches that could address these issues while protecting the integrity and
capabilities of the response communities.

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Pamela Janifer in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at

Janifer.pamela@epa.gov or (202) 564-6969.
incerely, ? i

N. Breen
Acting Assistant Administrator
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The Honorable Jerry Moran

United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Moran:

Thank you for your letter of May 25, 2017, to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Scott Pruitt, regarding the recent D.C. Circuit Court decision in Waterkeeper v. EPA vacating the
December 18, 2008, final rule, CERCLA/EPCRA Administrative Reporting Exemption for Air Releases
of Hazardous Substances from Animal Waste at Farms (73 FR 76948). The EPA’s rule provided an
exemption from reporting releases of hazardous substances into the air from animal waste at farms under
the Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act (CERCLA) Section 103
and for all but large concentrated animal feeding operations under the Emergency Planning and
Community Right-to-Know Act Section 304.

The EPA appreciates your concern regarding the burden these reporting requirements may pose and the
uncertainty for farms and ranches as a result of the Court’s decision vacating the final rule. The EPA is
evaluating alternative approaches that could address these issues while protecting the integrity and
capabilities of the response communities.

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Pamela Janifer in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
Janifer.pamela@epa.gov or (202) 564-6969.

. Sincerely, 6\
éBree

Acting Assistant Administrator
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OFFICE OF
SOLID WASTE AND
EMERGENCY RESPONSE

NOW THE
OFFICE OF LAND AND
EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT

The Honorable Cory Gardner
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Gardner:

Thank you for your letter of May 25, 2017, to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Scott Pruitt, regarding the recent D.C. Circuit Court decision in Waterkeeper v. EPA vacating the
December 18, 2008, final rule, CERCLA/EPCRA Administrative Reporting Exemption for Air Releases
of Hazardous Substances from Animal Waste at Farms (73 FR 76948). The EPA’s rule provided an
exemption from reporting releases of hazardous substances into the air from animal waste at farms under
the Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act (CERCLA) Section 103
and for all but large concentrated animal feeding operations under the Emergency Planning and
Community Right-to-Know Act Section 304.

The EPA appreciates your concern regarding the burden these reporting requirements may pose and the
uncertainty for farms and ranches as a result of the Court’s decision vacating the final rule. The EPA is
evaluating alternative approaches that could address these issues while protecting the integrity and
capabilities of the response communities.

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Pamela Janifer in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
Janifer.pamela@epa.gov or (202) 564-69609.

]Sincerx, L"

N. Breen
Acting Assistant Administrator

Internet Address (URL) @ http://www.epa.gov
Recycled/Recyclable @ Printed with Vegetable Oil Based Inks on 100% Postconsumer, Process Chlorine Free Recycled Paper




\\V\\TED ST47.6:9 .
' . UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

f %
< z
= w
8 M. ¢ WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460
% e
L prOT
OFFICE OF
SOLID WASTE AND
EMERGENCY RESPONSE
NOW THE
OFFICE OF LAND AND
EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT

The Honorable Michael Rounds
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Rounds:

Thank you for your letter of May 25, 2017, to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Scott Pruitt, regarding the recent D.C. Circuit Court decision in Waterkeeper v. EPA vacating the
December 18, 2008, final rule, CERCLA/EPCRA Administrative Reporting Exemption for Air Releases
of Hazardous Substances from Animal Waste at Farms (73 FR 76948). The EPA’s rule provided an
exemption from reporting releases of hazardous substances into the air from animal waste at farms under
the Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act (CERCLA) Section 103
and for all but large concentrated animal feeding operations under the Emergency Planning and
Community Right-to-Know Act Section 304.

The EPA appreciates your concern regarding the burden these reporting requirements may pose and the
uncertainty for farms and ranches as a result of the Court’s decision vacating the final rule. The EPA is
evaluating alternative approaches that could address these issues while protecting the integrity and
capabilities of the response communities.

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Pamela Janifer in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
Janifer.pamela@epa.gov or (202) 564-6969.

i

B N. Breen
Acting Assistant Administrator
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SOLID WASTE AND
EMERGENCY RESPONSE

NOW THE
OFFICE OF LAND AND
EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT

The Honorable Deb Fischer
United States Senate
~ Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Fischer;

Thank you for your letter of May 25, 2017, to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Scott Pruitt, regarding the recent D.C. Circuit Court decision in Waterkeeper v. EPA vacating the
December 18, 2008, final rule, CERCLA/EPCRA Administrative Reporting Exemption for Air Releases
of Hazardous Substances from Animal Waste at Farms (73 FR 76948). The EPA’s rule provided an
exemption from reporting releases of hazardous substances into the air from animal waste at farms under
the Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act (CERCLA) Section 103
and for all but large concentrated animal feeding operations under the Emergency Planning and
Community Right-to-Know Act Section 304.

The EPA appreciates your concern regarding the burden these reporting requirements may pose and the
uncertainty for farms and ranches as a result of the Court’s decision vacating the final rule. The EPA is
evaluating alternative approaches that could address these issues while protecting the integrity and
capabilities of the response communities.

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may

contact Pamela Janifer in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
Janifer.pamela@epa.gov or (202) 564-6969.

@Tiyh d
arry N. Breen

Acting Assistant Administrator
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The Honorable Charles E. Grassley
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Grassley:

Thank you for your letter of May 25, 2017, to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Scott Pruitt, regarding the recent D.C. Circuit Court decision in Waterkeeper v. EPA vacating the
December 18, 2008, final rule, CERCLA/EPCRA Administrative Reporting Exemption for Air Releases
of Hazardous Substances from Animal Waste at Farms (73 FR 76948). The EPA’s rule provided an
exemption from reporting releases of hazardous substances into the air from animal waste at farms under
the Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act (CERCLA) Section 103
and for all but large concentrated animal feeding operations under the Emergency Planning and
Community Right-to-Know Act Section 304.

The EPA appreciates your concern regarding the burden these reporting requirements may pose and the
uncertainty for farms and ranches as a result of the Court’s decision vacating the final rule. The EPA is
evaluating alternative approaches that could address these issues while protecting the integrity and
capabilities of the response communities.

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may

contact Pamela Janifer in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
Janifer.pamela@epa.gov or (202) 564-6969.

: Sincerely,
A %N. Bre

Acting Assistant Administrator
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OFFICE OF
SOLID WASTE AND
EMERGENCY RESPONSE

NOW THE
OFFICE OF LAND AND
EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT

The Honorable Johnny Isakson
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Isakson:

Thank you for your letter of May 25, 2017, to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Scott Pruitt, regarding the recent D.C. Circuit Court decision in Waterkeeper v. EPA vacating the
December 18, 2008, final rule, CERCLA/EPCRA Administrative Reporting Exemption for Air Releases
of Hazardous Substances from Animal Waste at Farms (73 FR 76948). The EPA’s rule provided an
exemption from reporting releases of hazardous substances into the air from animal waste at farms under
the Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act (CERCLA) Section 103
and for all but large concentrated animal feeding operations under the Emergency Planning and
Community Right-to-Know Act Section 304. '

The EPA appreciates your concern regarding the burden these reporting requirements may pose and the
uncertainty for farms and ranches as a result of the Court’s decision vacating the final rule. The EPA is
evaluating alternative approaches that could address these issues while protecting the integrity and
capabilities of the response communities.

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Pamela Janifer in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
Janifer.pamela@epa.gov or (202) 564-6969.

cerely,
i fae

BarryW. Breen
Acting Assistant Administrator
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OFFICE OF
SOLID WASTE AND
EMERGENCY RESPONSE

NOW THE
OFFICE OF LAND AND
EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT

The Honorable Rand Paul
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Paul:

Thank you for your letter of May 25, 2017, to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Scott Pruitt, regarding the recent D.C. Circuit Court decision in Waterkeeper v. EPA vacating the
December 18, 2008, final rule, CERCLA/EPCRA Administrative Reporting Exemption for Air Releases
of Hazardous Substances from Animal Waste at Farms (73 FR 76948). The EPA’s rule provided an
exemption from reporting releases of hazardous substances into the air from animal waste at farms under
the Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act (CERCLA) Section 103
and for all but large concentrated animal feeding operations under the Emergency Planning and
Community Right-to-Know Act Section 304.

The EPA appreciates your concern regarding the burden these reporting requirements may pose and the
uncertainty for farms and ranches as a result of the Court’s decision vacating the final rule. The EPA is
evaluating alternative approaches that could address these issues while protecting the integrity and
capabilities of the response communities.

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Pamela Janifer in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
Janifer.pamela@epa.gov or (202) 564-6969.

Sincerely,

j\ { ’
@)\N. Breen —

Acting Assistant Administrator
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OFFICE OF
SOLID WASTE AND
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OFFICE OF LAND AND
EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT

The Honorable Pat Roberts
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Roberts:

Thank you for your letter of May 25, 2017, to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Scott Pruitt, regarding the recent D.C. Circuit Court decision in Waterkeeper v. EPA vacating the
December 18, 2008, final rule, CERCLA/EPCRA Administrative Reporting Exemption for Air Releases
of Hazardous Substances from Animal Waste at Farms (73 FR 76948). The EPA’s rule provided an
exemption from reporting releases of hazardous substances into the air from animal waste at farms under
the Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act (CERCLA) Section 103
and for all but large concentrated animal feeding operations under the Emergency Planning and
Community Right-to-Know Act Section 304.

The EPA appreciates your concern regarding the burden these reporting requirements may pose and the
uncertainty for farms and ranches as a result of the Court’s decision vacating the final rule. The EPA is
evaluating alternative approaches that could address these issues while protecting the integrity and
capabilities of the response communities.

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Pamela Janifer in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
Janifer.pamela@epa.gov or (202) 564-6969.

cerely,
) L

N. Breen
Acting Assistant Administrator
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OFFICE OF
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EMERGENCY RESPONSE

NOW THE
OFFICE OF LAND AND
EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT

The Honorable Ben Sasse
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Sasse:

Thank you for your letter of May 25, 2017, to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Scott Pruitt, regarding the recent D.C. Circuit Court decision in Waterkeeper v. EPA vacating the
December 18, 2008, final rule, CERCLA/EPCRA Administrative Reporting Exemption for Air Releases
of Hazardous Substances from Animal Waste at Farms (73 FR 76948). The EPA’s rule provided an
exemption from reporting releases of hazardous substances into the air from animal waste at farms under
the Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act (CERCLA) Section 103
and for all but large concentrated animal feeding operations under the Emergency Planning and
Community Right-to-Know Act Section 304.

The EPA appreciates your concern regarding the burden these reporting requirements may pose and the
uncertainty for farms and ranches as a result of the Court’s decision vacating the final rule. The EPA is
evaluating alternative approaches that could address these issues while protecting the integrity and
capabilities of the response communities.

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Pamela Janifer in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
Janifer.pamela@epa.gov or (202) 564-6969.

ﬂjely,

Barry N. Bree
Acting Assistant Administrator
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AUG 1 5 2017

OFFICE OF
SOLID WASTE AND
EMERGENCY RESPONSE

NOW THE
OFFICE OF LAND AND
EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT

The Honorable Richard C. Shelby
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Shelby:

Thank you for your letter of May 25, 2017, to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Scott Pruitt, regarding the recent D.C. Circuit Court decision in Waterkeeper v. EPA vacating the
December 18, 2008, final rule, CERCLA/EPCRA Administrative Reporting Exemption for Air Releases
of Hazardous Substances from Animal Waste at Farms (73 FR 76948). The EPA’s rule provided an
exemption from reporting releases of hazardous substances into the air from animal waste at farms under
the Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act (CERCLA) Section 103
and for all but large concentrated animal feeding operations under the Emergency Planning and
Community Right-to-Know Act Section 304.

The EPA appreciates your concern regarding the burden these reporting requirements may pose and the
uncertainty for farms and ranches as a result of the Court’s decision vacating the final rule. The EPA is
evaluating alternative approaches that could address these issues while protecting the integrity and
capabilities of the response communities.

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Pamela Janifer in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
Janifer.pamela@epa.gov or (202) 564-6969.

Sincerely,
{ —

arry N. Breen
Acting Assistant Administrator
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OFFICE OF
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NOW THE
OFFICE OF LAND AND
EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT
The Honorable John Thune
United States Senate

Washington, D.C. 20510
Dear Senator Thune:

Thank you for your letter of May 25, 2017, to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Scott Pruitt, regarding the recent D.C. Circuit Court decision in Waterkeeper v. EPA vacating the
December 18, 2008, final rule, CERCLA/EPCRA Administrative Reporting Exemption for Air Releases
of Hazardous Substances from Animal Waste at Farms (73 FR 76948). The EPA’s rule provided an
exemption from reporting releases of hazardous substances into the air from animal waste at farms under
the Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act (CERCLA) Section 103
and for all but large concentrated animal feeding operations under the Emergency Planning and
Community Right-to-Know Act Section 304.

The EPA appreciates your concern regarding the burden these reporting requirements may pose and the
uncertainty for farms and ranches as a result of the Court’s decision vacating the final rule. The EPA is
evaluating alternative approaches that could address these issues while protecting the integrity and
capabilities of the response communities.

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Pamela Janifer in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
Janifer.pamela@epa.gov or (202) 564-6969.

ncerely,
A ¢ ' —_—
arry N. Breen

Acting Assistant Administrator
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The Honorable Roger Wicker
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Wicker:

Thank you for your letter of May 25, 2017, to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Scott Pruitt, regarding the recent D.C. Circuit Court decision in Waterkeeper v. EPA vacating the
December 18, 2008, final rule, CERCLA/EPCRA Administrative Reporting Exemption for Air Releases
of Hazardous Substances from Animal Waste at Farms (73 FR 76948). The EPA’s rule provided an
exemption from reporting releases of hazardous substances into the air from animal waste at farms under
the Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act (CERCLA) Section 103
and for all but large concentrated animal feeding operations under the Emergency Planning and
Community Right-to-Know Act Section 304.

The EPA appreciates your concern regarding the burden these reporting requirements may pose and the
uncertainty for farms and ranches as a result of the Court’s decision vacating the final rule. The EPA is
evaluating alternative approaches that could address these issues while protecting the integrity and
capabilities of the response communities.

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Pamela Janifer in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
Janifer.pamela@epa.gov or (202) 564-6969.

incerely
Yy

N. Breen
Acting Assistant Administrator
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The Honorable Mike Lee

United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Lee:

Thank you for your letter of May 25, 2017, to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Scott Pruitt, regarding the recent D.C. Circuit Court decision in Waterkeeper v. EPA vacating the
December 18, 2008, final rule, CERCLA/EPCRA Administrative Reporting Exemption for Air Releases
of Hazardous Substances from Animal Waste at Farms (73 FR 76948). The EPA’s rule provided an
exemption from reporting releases of hazardous substances into the air from animal waste at farms under
the Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act (CERCLA) Section 103
and for all but large concentrated animal feeding operations under the Emergency Planning and
Community Right-to-Know Act Section 304.

The EPA appreciates your concern regarding the burden these reporting requirements may pose and the
uncertainty for farms and ranches as a result of the Court’s decision vacating the final rule. The EPA is
evaluating alternative approaches that could address these issues while protecting the integrity and
capabilities of the response communities.

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may

contact Pamela Janifer in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
Janifer.pamela@epa.gov or (202) 564-6969.

Sincerely,
% \ —
NMreen

Acting Assistant Administrator
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AUG 1 5 2017

OFFICE OF
SOLID WASTE AND
EMERGENCY RESPONSE

NOW THE
OFFICE OF LAND AND
EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT

The Honorable Luther Strange
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Strange:

Thank you for your letter of May 25, 2017, to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Scott Pruitt, regarding the recent D.C. Circuit Court decision in Waterkeeper v. EPA vacating the
December 18, 2008, final rule, CERCLA/EPCRA Administrative Reporting Exemption for Air Releases
of Hazardous Substances from Animal Waste at Farms (73 FR 76948). The EPA’s rule provided an
exemption from reporting releases of hazardous substances into the air from animal waste at farms under
the Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act (CERCLA) Section 103
and for all but large concentrated animal feeding operations under the Emergency Planning and
Community Right-to-Know Act Section 304.

The EPA appreciates your concern regarding the burden these reporting requirements may pose and the
uncertainty for farms and ranches as a result of the Court’s decision vacating the final rule. The EPA is
evaluating alternative approaches that could address these issues while protecting the integrity and
capabilities of the response communities.

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may

contact Pamela Janifer in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
Janifer.pamela@epa.gov or (202) 564-6969.

incerely,
, Bredn' V' ¥ —

Acting Assistant Administrator
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NOW THE
OFFICE OF LAND AND
EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT

The Honorable Thom Tillis
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Tillis:

Thank you for your letter of May 25, 2017, to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Scott Pruitt, regarding the recent D.C. Circuit Court decision in Waterkeeper v. EPA vacating the
December 18, 2008, final rule, CERCLA/EPCRA Administrative Reporting Exemption for Air Releases
of Hazardous Substances from Animal Waste at Farms (73 FR 76948). The EPA’s rule provided an
exemption from reporting releases of hazardous substances into the air from animal waste at farms under
the Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act (CERCLA) Section 103
and for all but large concentrated animal feeding operations under the Emergency Planning and
Community Right-to-Know Act Section 304.

The EPA appreciates your concern regarding the burden these reporting requirements may pose and the
uncertainty for farms and ranches as a result of the Court’s decision vacating the final rule. The EPA is
evaluating alternative approaches that could address these issues while protecting the integrity and
capabilities of the response communities.

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Pamela Janifer in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
Janifer.pamela@epa.gov or (202) 564-6969.

Sgucerely, /\
J -

Barry N. Breen
Acting Assistant Administrator
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The Honorable Todd Young

United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Young:

Thank you for your letter of May 25, 2017, to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Scott Pruitt, regarding the recent D.C. Circuit Court decision in Waterkeeper v. EPA vacating the
December 18, 2008, final rule, CERCLA/EPCRA Administrative Reporting Exemption for Air Releases
of Hazardous Substances from Animal Waste at Farms (73 FR 76948). The EPA’s rule provided an
exemption from reporting releases of hazardous substances into the air from animal waste at farms under
the Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act (CERCLA) Section 103
and for all but large concentrated animal feeding operations under the Emergency Planning and
Community Right-to-Know Act Section 304.

The EPA appreciates your concern regarding the burden these reporting requirements may pose and the
uncertainty for farms and ranches as a result of the Court’s decision vacating the final rule. The EPA is
evaluating alternative approaches that could address these issues while protecting the integrity and
capabilities of the response communities.

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Pamela Janifer in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at -
Janifer.pamela@epa.gov or (202) 564-6969.

Sincerely, E ;

arry N.' reen
Acting Assistant Administrator
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The Honorable James E. Risch
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Risch:

Thank you for your letter of May 25, 2017, to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Scott Pruitt, regarding the recent D.C. Circuit Court decision in Waterkeeper v. EPA vacating the
December 18, 2008, final rule, CERCLA/EPCRA Administrative Reporting Exemption for Air Releases
of Hazardous Substances from Animal Waste at Farms (73 FR 76948). The EPA’s rule provided an
exemption from reporting releases of hazardous substances into the air from animal waste at farms under
the Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act (CERCLA) Section 103
and for all but large concentrated animal feeding operations under the Emergency Planning and
Community Right-to-Know Act Section 304.

The EPA appreciates your concern regarding the burden these reporting requirements may pose and the
uncertainty for farms and ranches as a result of the Court’s decision vacating the final rule. The EPA is
evaluating alternative approaches that could address these issues while protecting the integrity and
capabilities of the response communities.

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Pamela Janifer in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
Janifer.pamela@epa.gov or (202) 564-6969.

incerelyA Z
arry N. Breen o

Acting Assistant Administrator

Internet Address (URL) @ http://www.epa.gov
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The Honorable Rob Portman
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Portman:

Thank you for your letter of May 25, 2017, to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Scott Pruitt, regarding the recent D.C. Circuit Court decision in Waterkeeper v. EPA vacating the
December 18, 2008, final rule, CERCLA/EPCRA Administrative Reporting Exemption for Air Releases
of Hazardous Substances from Animal Waste at Farms (73 FR 76948). The EPA’s rule provided an
exemption from reporting releases of hazardous substances into the air from animal waste at farms under
the Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act (CERCLA) Section 103
and for all but large concentrated animal feeding operations under the Emergency Planning and
Community Right-to-Know Act Section 304.

The EPA appreciates your concern regarding the burden these reporting requirements may pose and the
uncertainty for farms and ranches as a result of the Court’s decision vacating the final rule. The EPA is
evaluating alternative approaches that could address these issues while protecting the integrity and
capabilities of the response communities.

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may

contact Pamela Janifer in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
Janifer.pamela@epa.gov or (202) 564-6969.

Zincerely,ﬁ/A @
arry N. Breen

Acting Assistant Administrator
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EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT

The Honorable Orrin G. Hatch
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Hatch:

Thank you for your letter of May 25, 2017, to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Scott Pruitt, regarding the recent D.C. Circuit Court decision in Waterkeeper v. EPA vacating the
December 18, 2008, final rule, CERCLA/EPCRA Administrative Reporting Exemption for Air Releases
of Hazardous Substances from Animal Waste at Farms (73 FR 76948). The EPA’s rule provided an
exemption from reporting releases of hazardous substances into the air from animal waste at farms under
the Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act (CERCLA) Section 103
and for all but large concentrated animal feeding operations under the Emergency Planning and
Community Right-to-Know Act Section 304.

The EPA appreciates your concern regarding the burden these reporting requirements may pose and the
uncertainty for farms and ranches as a result of the Court’s decision vacating the final rule. The EPA is
evaluating alternative approaches that could address these issues while protecting the integrity and
capabilities of the response communities.

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Pamela Janifer in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
Janifer.pamela@epa.gov or (202) 564-6969.

: mcerelflr,\ (g

Barry N. Breen
Acting Assistant Administrator

Internet Address (URL) @ http://www.epa.gov
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We understand that some officials inside your Administration want to remain in the Paris Agreement to keep a
seat at the table so that the U.S. continues to have a voice in future discussions. Fortunately, a clean exit from
the Paris Agreement will not take this away. The Senate gave its consent to the United Nations Framework
Convention on Climate Change (UNFCCC) in 1992; this treaty provides a permanent seat at the table for the
United States to engage with other countries each year at the Conferences of Parties (COP). In fact, it was
through an annual COP meeting in Paris that the Paris Agreement was signed. This permanent seat at the table
enabled President Obama to negotiate this deal; this seat remains and will enable you to continue discussions

with other nations on this topic should you choose to do so.

Again, we applaud you for your ongoing efforts to reduce overregulation in America. To continue on this path,
we urge you to make a clean exit from the Paris Agreement so that your Administration can follow through on

its commitment to rescind the Clean Power Plan.

=

ames M. Inhofe
United States Senator

Barrasso

ed States Senator

Mitch™McConnell
United States Senator
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Roy Blt\nt
United States Senator

N lihe Ervy;

Michael B. Enzi
United States Senator

-

Umted Statcs Senator

John ornyn
Uniied States Senator
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Roger ’chker
United Sttes Senator
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Michaed D. Crapo

United States Senator

Thad Cochran
United States Senator
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Luther Strange
United States Senator
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Mike ¥ee
United States Senator

David Perdue
United States Senator
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Tim Scott
United States Senator
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Rand Paul
United States Senator
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Richard C. Shelby
United States Senator
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Orrin G. Hatch
United States Senator
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Ted Cruz
United States Senator

Thom Tillis
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United States Senator

P!t Roberts

United States Senator




Lnited States Denate

WASHINGTON, DC 20510
March 16, 2018

The Honorable Scott Pruitt
Environmental Protection Agency
Office of the Administrator 1101 A
1200 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20460

Dear Administrator Pruitt:

We write regarding the agency’s ongoing efforts to streamline environmental regulations
and ease the regulatory burden in the United States. While we welcome these necessary efforts,
we maintain concerns with the Environmental Protection Agency’s proposed rule for repeal of
emission requirements for glider vehicles, glider engines, and glider kits. We believe that
repealing those requirements will undermine the significant investments by American
manufacturers, trucking fleets, and job creators.

We agree that regulations issued under the Clean Air Act (CAA) must not exceed the
authority of Congress. However, we believe that repeal of these glider requirements will
undermine the significant investments made by domestic manufacturers and the logistics
industry. This view is shared by numerous stakeholders, including the manufacturers of the
overwhelming majority of medium and heavy-duty vehicles, engines and emission control
technologies sold throughout the United States. Changing decades of consistent regulation
erodes the bipartisan progress made under previous administrations and removes the regulatory
certainty provided to the industry which has produced the next generation of cleaner, more
efficient vehicles.

Our states are home to a strong industrial base that rely upon this regulatory certainty to
successfully operate and invest billions each year in research and development. We urge you to
consider the adverse impact on the economy if the authority to implement reasonable regulation
of gliders is repealed and the regulatory certainty maintained through prior administrations is
removed.

Thank you for your attention to this important matter and your continued dedication to
protect American jobs and streamline burdensome environmental regulation.

Sincerely,
TM Young Shelléf Moore Capito
United States Senator United States Senator
&“"M@ /ﬁ,,..- .
- Py wmm M>
Thom Tillis Rlchard Burr

United States Senator United States Senator



Pnited States Denate

WASHINGTON, DC 20510

June 8,2018

The Honorable Scott Pruitt
Administrator

U.S. Environmerital Protection Agency
William Jefferson Clinton Building
1200 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW
Washington, DC 20460

Dear Administrator Pruitt:

In 2015, the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) established updated regulations for the operation
and maintenance of underground storage tanks'(USTs) The compliance deadline for these regulations
is October 13, 2018. Unfortunately, portions of the 2015 regulations, specifically 40 CFR280.35,
impose an overwhelming financial burden on small business petroleum marketers nationwide. These
costly regulations require significant capital investments énd additional operating expenses on small
business retailers over a short period of time. In order to reduce the financial burden on small business
retailers and their customers, we request that the: EPA extend the compliance deadline to October 13,
2024,

We believe that extending the integrity testing deadline for spill buckets, tank sumps and under
dispenser containment equipment, along with operability testing for overfill prévention equipmenit is
warranted. This equipment was not designed to undergo the type of testing the' EPA requires without
costly modification or replacement. Moreover, much of the equipment already in the ground has not
reached the end of its useful operational life. Requiring the replacenient or modification of existing
equipment would significantly and unnécessarily drive up consumer and business costs by forcing
marketers to modify orreplace completely functional equipment. A deadline extension would not only
provide small business retailers the opportunity to spread compliance costs out over.a longer period of
time; but also prevent significant cost increases from being passed along to consumers.

The EPA’s 1988 UST system upgrade regulations provided a full ten years for the regulated community
to comply. By comparison, the 2015 upgrade.requirements provide only three years for small business
petroleum marketers to comply. By delaying the testing and inspection requirements until October 13,
2024, we can provide these small busiriesses with the proper time they need to meet the new EPA
requirements withouiincreasing énvironméental risk.

Thank you for your consideration of this request.

Sincerely,

SQX’ :"L{ Gr'gw'\

Jetry Moran Marco Rubio
United Statés Senator United States Senator




Lindsey O. Iahatn
United States Senator

Rand Paul, M.D.
United States Senator
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Heidi Heitkamp
United States.Senator

Shelley Moore Capito
United States Senator

ThOmTiilis
United States Senator

Unite tes Senator

Lamar Alexander
United States Senator

Tim Scott
United States Senator

MikeEni &

United States Senator

Mike Cripo
United States Senator

Rogemw icker

United States Senator

Cindy*Hyde-Smith
United States Senator
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The Honorable Roger F. Wicker
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Wicker:

Thank you for your letter of June 8, 2018 to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency requesting the
EPA extend its previously established compliance deadline of October 13, 2018, for portions of the 2015
Underground Storage Tank (UST) regulation (specifically 40 CFR 280.35), to October 13, 2024. In your
letter, you raised several concerns, including the feasibility of the testing and inspection requirements,
and that operators may have difficulty finding qualified contractors to perform the required testing and
inspections by the October 13, 2018 compliance deadline.

Since a compliance deadline extension to 2024 could unintentionally do more harm than good, we are
not extending the deadline. The new requirements in the 2015 UST regulation were designed to focus
on the parts of tank systems most likely to leak or to fail to detect a leak if there were a problem. A
several-year delay in conducting the new requirements could result in releases not being identified and
addressed for many years, which ultimately could result in unnecessary environmental damage and more
expensive cleanup costs. Since the regulation was finalized in 2015, many stakeholders, including tank
owners and operators, service providers, testing companies and other contractors have planned their
work based on the October 2018 deadline, and an extension now could be disruptive to those
stakeholders’ businesses.

Moreover, the agency undertook an extensive and lengthy process in developing the 2015 UST
regulation. We reached out substantially to affected stakeholders starting in 2008 before proposing the
rule in November 2011. After the proposal, there was a five-month comment period during which we
received approximately 200 comments. The final rule, published in 2015, simplified the implementation
schedule, reduced the burden of walkthrough inspections, removed requirements for periodic testing of
tank secondary containment and changed requirements on some previously deferred tanks, among other
revisions. In May 2017, the EPA added an alternative sump testing method that some stakeholders could
choose if it would be easier for them to use and less costly.

Additionally, because USTs are often directly regulated by states, the deadline of October 13, 2018
applies directly in only the 16 states and territories that have not received State Program Approval
(SPA). In the other 40 states and territories with SPA, the state regulations apply in lieu of the federal
regulation, and states can implement their regulations up to three years beyond the federal compliance

Internet Address (URL) @ http://www.epa.gov
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deadline. Thus, implementation will be phased in from 2018 through up to 2021. The variability of
deadlines will reduce the demand on contractors at any one time.

The EPA encourages tank owners to not wait until the last minute to try to arrange for testing and
inspection. If the required tests/inspections determine that existing equipment is not properly operating
to prevent and detect releases, the EPA understands it may take time to get that equipment repaired or
upgraded. For diligent tank owners who nevertheless are unable to comply with the October 2018
deadline, the EPA considers any good faith efforts to comply with the law when deciding if and how to
respond to a violation.

Again, thani( you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Raquel Snyder in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
snyder.raquel@epa.gov or at (202) 564-9586.

Sincerely,
arry N. Bre
Acting Assistant Administrator
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The Honorable Thom Tillis
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Tillis:

Thank you for your letter of June 8, 2018 to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency requesting the
EPA extend its previously established compliance deadline of October 13, 2018, for portions of the 2015
Underground Storage Tank (UST) regulation (specifically 40 CFR 280.35), to October 13, 2024. In your
letter, you raised several concerns, including the feasibility of the testing and inspection requirements,
and that operators may have difficulty finding qualified contractors to perform the required testing and
inspections by the October 13, 2018 compliance deadline.

Since a compliance deadline extension to 2024 could unintentionally do more harm than good, we are
not extending the deadline. The new requirements in the 2015 UST regulation were designed to focus
on the parts of tank systems most likely to leak or to fail to detect a leak if there were a problem. A
several-year delay in conducting the new requirements could result in releases not being identified and
addressed for many years, which ultimately could result in unnecessary environmental damage and more
expensive cleanup costs. Since the regulation was finalized in 2015, many stakeholders, including tank
owners and operators, service providers, testing companies and other contractors have planned their
work based on the October 2018 deadline, and an extension now could be disruptive to those
stakeholders’ businesses.

Moreover, the agency undertook an extensive and lengthy process in developing the 2015 UST
regulation. We reached out substantially to affected stakeholders starting in 2008 before proposing the
rule in November 2011. After the proposal, there was a five-month comment period during which we
received approximately 200 comments. The final rule, published in 2015, simplified the implementation
schedule, reduced the burden of walkthrough inspections, removed requirements for periodic testing of
tank secondary containment and changed requirements on some previously deferred tanks, among other
revisions. In May 2017, the EPA added an alternative sump testing method that some stakeholders could
choose if it would be easier for them to use and less costly.

Additionally, because USTs are often directly regulated by states, the deadline of October 13, 2018
applies directly in only the 16 states and territories that have not received State Program Approval
(SPA). In the other 40 states and territories with SPA, the state regulations apply in lieu of the federal
regulation, and states can implement their regulations up to three years beyond the federal compliance
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deadline. Thus, implementation will be phased in from 2018 through up to 2021. The variability of
deadlines will reduce the demand on contractors at any one time.

The EPA encourages tank owners to not wait until the last minute to try to arrange for testing and
inspection. If the required tests/inspections determine that existing equipment is not properly operating
to prevent and detect releases, the EPA understands it may take time to get that equipment repaired or
upgraded. For diligent tank owners who nevertheless are unable to comply with the October 2018
deadline, the EPA considers any good faith efforts to comply with the law when deciding if and how to
respond to a violation.

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Raquel Snyder in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
snyder.raquel@epa.gov or at (202) 564-9586.

cerely,
M o N
Barry N. Breen

Acting Assistant Administrator
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EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT

The Honorable Tim Scott
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Scott:

Thank you for your letter of June 8, 2018 to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency requesting the
EPA extend its previously established compliance deadline of October 13, 2018, for portions of the 2015
Underground Storage Tank (UST) regulation (specifically 40 CFR 280.35), to October 13, 2024. In your
letter, you raised several concerns, including the feasibility of the testing and inspection requirements,
and that operators may have difficulty finding qualified contractors to perform the required testing and
inspections by the October 13, 2018 compliance deadline.

Since a compliance deadline extension to 2024 could unintentionally do more harm than good, we are
not extending the deadline. The new requirements in the 2015 UST regulation were designed to focus
on the parts of tank systems most likely to leak or to fail to detect a leak if there were a problem. A
several-year delay in conducting the new requirements could result in releases not being identified and
addressed for many years, which ultimately could result in unnecessary environmental damage and more
expensive cleanup costs. Since the regulation was finalized in 2015, many stakeholders, including tank
owners and operators, service providers, testing companies and other contractors have planned their
work based on the October 2018 deadline, and an extension now could be disruptive to those
stakeholders’ businesses.

Moreover, the agency undertook an extensive and lengthy process in developing the 2015 UST
regulation. We reached out substantially to affected stakeholders starting in 2008 before proposing the
rule in November 2011. After the proposal, there was a five-month comment period during which we
received approximately 200 comments. The final rule, published in 2015, simplified the implementation
schedule, reduced the burden of walkthrough inspections, removed requirements for periodic testing of
tank secondary containment and changed requirements on some previously deferred tanks, among other
revisions. In May 2017, the EPA added an alternative sump testing method that some stakeholders could
choose if it would be easier for them to use and less costly.

Additionally, because USTs are often directly regulated by states, the deadline of October 13, 2018 ~
applies directly in only the 16 states and territories that have not received State Program Approval
(SPA). In the other 40 states and territories with SPA, the state regulations apply in lieu of the federal
regulation, and states can implement their regulations up to three years beyond the federal compliance
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deadline. Thus, implementation will be phased in from 2018 through up to 2021. The variability of
deadlines will reduce the demand on contractors at any one time.

The EPA encourages tank owners to not wait until the last minute to try to arrange for testing and
inspection. If the required tests/inspections determine that existing equipment is not properly operating
to prevent and detect releases, the EPA understands it may take time to get that equipment repaired or
upgraded. For diligent tank owners who nevertheless are unable to comply with the October 2018
deadline, the EPA considers any good faith efforts to comply with the law when deciding if and how to
respond to a violation.

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Raquel Snyder in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
snyder.raquel@epa.gov or at (202) 564-9586.

ncerely,

'
)—_——-—N
B;}y‘ . Bx¢en
Acting Assistant Administrator
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The Honorable Marco Rubio
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Rubio:

Thank you for your letter of June 8, 2018 to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency requesting the
EPA extend its previously established compliance deadline of October 13, 2018, for portions of the 2015
Underground Storage Tank (UST) regulation (specifically 40 CFR 280.35), to October 13, 2024. In your
letter, you raised several concerns, including the feasibility of the testing and inspection requirements,
and that operators may have difficulty finding qualified contractors to perform the required testing and
inspections by the October 13, 2018 compliance deadline.

Since a compliance deadline extension to 2024 could unintentionally do more harm than good, we are
not extending the deadline. The new requirements in the 2015 UST regulation were designed to focus
on the parts of tank systems most likely to leak or to fail to detect a leak if there were a problem. A
several-year delay in conducting the new requirements could result in releases not being identified and
addressed for many years, which ultimately could result in unnecessary environmental damage and more
expensive cleanup costs. Since the regulation was finalized in 2015, many stakeholders, including tank
owners and operators, service providers, testing companies and other contractors have planned their
work based on the October 2018 deadline, and an extension now could be disruptive to those
stakeholders’ businesses.

Moreover, the agency undertook an extensive and lengthy process in developing the 2015 UST
regulation. We reached out substantially to affected stakeholders starting in 2008 before proposing the
rule in November 2011. After the proposal, there was a five-month comment period during which we
received approximately 200 comments. The final rule, published in 2015, simplified the implementation
schedule, reduced the burden of walkthrough inspections, removed requirements for periodic testing of
tank secondary containment and changed requirements on some previously deferred tanks, among other
revisions. In May 2017, the EPA added an alternative sump testing method that some stakeholders could
choose if it would be easier for them to use and less costly.

Additionally, because USTs are often directly regulated by states, the deadline of October 13, 2018
applies directly in only the 16 states and territories that have not received State Program Approval
(SPA). In the other 40 states and territories with SPA, the state regulations apply in lieu of the federal
regulation, and states can implement their regulations up to three years beyond the federal compliance
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deadline. Thus, implementation will be phased in from 2018 through up to 2021. The variability of
deadlines will reduce the demand on contractors at any one time.

The EPA encourages tank owners to not wait until the last minute to try to arrange for testing and
inspection. If the required tests/inspections determine that existing equipment is not properly operating
to prevent and detect releases, the EPA understands it may take time to get that equipment repaired or
upgraded. For diligent tank owners who nevertheless are unable to comply with the October 2018
deadline, the EPA considers any good faith efforts to comply with the law when deciding if and how to
respond to a violation.

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Raquel Snyder in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
snyder.raquel@epa.gov or at (202) 564-9586.

incerely,

Batry
Acting Assistant Administrator
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The Honorable Pat Roberts
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Roberts: .

Thank you for your letter of June 8, 2018 to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency requesting the
EPA extend its previously established compliance deadline of October 13, 2018, for portions of the 2015
Underground Storage Tank (UST) regulation (specifically 40 CFR 280.35), to October 13, 2024. In your
letter, you raised several concerns, including the feasibility of the testing and inspection requirements,
and that operators may have difficulty finding qualified contractors to perform the required testing and
inspections by the October 13, 2018 compliance deadline.

Since a compliance deadline extension to 2024 could unintentionally do more harm than good, we are
not extending the deadline. The new requirements in the 2015 UST regulation were designed to focus
on the parts of tank systems most likely to leak or to fail to detect a leak if there were a problem. A
several-year delay in conducting the new requirements could result in releases not being identified and
addressed for many years, which ultimately could result in unnecessary environmental damage and more
expensive cleanup costs. Since the regulation was finalized in 2015, many stakeholders, including tank
owners and operators, service providers, testing companies and other contractors have planned their
work based on the October 2018 deadline, and an extension now could be disruptive to those
stakeholders’ businesses.

Moreover, the agency undertook an extensive and lengthy process in developing the 2015 UST
regulation. We reached out substantially to affected stakeholders starting in 2008 before proposing the
rule in November 2011. After the proposal, there was a five-month comment period during which we
received approximately 200 comments. The final rule, published in 2015, simplified the implementation
schedule, reduced the burden of walkthrough inspections, removed requirements for periodic testing of
tank secondary containment and changed requirements on some previously deferred tanks, among other
revisions. In May 2017, the EPA added an alternative sump testing method that some stakeholders could
choose if it would be easier for them to use and less costly.

Additionally, because USTs are often directly regulated by states, the deadline of October 13, 2018
applies directly in only the 16 states and territories that have not received State Program Approval
(SPA). In the other 40 states and territories with SPA, the state regulations apply in lieu of the federal
regulation, and states can implement their regulations up to three years beyond the federal compliance
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deadline. Thus, implementation will be phased in from 2018 through up to 2021. The variability of
deadlines will reduce the demand on contractors at any one time.

The EPA encourages tank owners to not wait until the last minute to try to arrange for testing and
inspection. If the required tests/inspections determine that existing equipment is not properly operating
to prevent and detect releases, the EPA understands it may take time to get that equipment repaired or
upgraded. For diligent tank owners who nevertheless are unable to comply with the October 2018
deadline, the EPA considers any good faith efforts to comply with the law when deciding if and how to
respond to a violation.

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Raquel Snyder in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
snyder.raquel@epa.gov or at (202) 564-9586.

cerely,

Barry i\I reen
Acting Assistant Administrator



ED STy
2 3 UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
] m 8 WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460
% s

JUL 2 & 2018

OFFICE OF
SOLID WASTE AND
EMERGENCY RESPONSE

NOW THE
OFFICE OF LAND AND
EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT

The Honorable James E. Risch
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Risch:

Thank you for your letter of June 8, 2018 to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency requesting the
EPA extend its previously established compliance deadline of October 13, 2018, for portions of the 2015
Underground Storage Tank (UST) regulation (specifically 40 CFR 280.35), to October 13, 2024. In your
letter, you raised several concerns, including the feasibility of the testing and inspection requirements,
and that operators may have difficulty finding qualified contractors to perform the required testing and
inspections by the October 13, 2018 compliance deadline.

Since a compliance deadline extension to 2024 could unintentionally do more harm than good, we are
not extending the deadline. The new requirements in the 2015 UST regulation were designed to focus
on the parts of tank systems most likely to leak or to fail to detect a leak if there were a problem. A
several-year delay in conducting the new requirements could result in releases not being identified and
addressed for many years, which ultimately could result in unnecessary environmental damage and more
expensive cleanup costs. Since the regulation was finalized in 2015, many stakeholders, including tank
owners and operators, service providers, testing companies and other contractors have planned their
work based on the October 2018 deadline, and an extension now could be disruptive to those
stakeholders’ businesses.

Moreover, the agency undertook an extensive and lengthy process in developing the 2015 UST
regulation. We reached out substantially to affected stakeholders starting in 2008 before proposing the
rule in November 2011. After the proposal, there was a five-month comment period during which we
received approximately 200 comments. The final rule, published in 2015, simplified the implementation
schedule, reduced the burden of walkthrough inspections, removed requirements for periodic testing of
tank secondary containment and changed requirements on some previously deferred tanks, among other
revisions. In May 2017, the EPA added an alternative sump testing method that some stakeholders could
choose if it would be easier for them to use and less costly.

Additionally, because USTs are often directly regulated by states, the deadline of October 13, 2018
applies directly in only the 16 states and territories that have not received State Program Approval
(SPA). In the other 40 states and territories with SPA, the state regulations apply in lieu of the federal
regulation, and states can implement their regulations up to three years beyond the federal compliance
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deadline. Thus, implementation will be phased in from 2018 through up to 2021. The variability of
deadlines will reduce the demand on contractors at any one time.

The EPA encourages tank owners to not wait until the last minute to try to arrange for testing and
inspection. If the required tests/inspections determine that existing equipment is not properly operating
to prevent and detect releases, the EPA understands it may take time to get that equipment repaired or
upgraded. For diligent tank owners who nevertheless are unable to comply with the October 2018
deadline, the EPA considers any good faith efforts to comply with the law when deciding if and how to
respond to a violation.

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Raquel Snyder in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
snyder.raquel@epa.gov or at (202) 564-9586.

incerely,

Barry N. Biéen
Acting Assistant Administrator
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The Honorable David A. Purdue
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Purdue:

Thank you for your letter of June 8, 2018 to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency requesting the
EPA extend its previously established compliance deadline of October 13, 2018, for portions of the 2015
Underground Storage Tank (UST) regulation (specifically 40 CFR 280.35), to October 13, 2024. In your
letter, you raised several concerns, including the feasibility of the testing and inspection requirements,
and that operators may have difficulty finding qualified contractors to perform the required testing and
inspections by the October 13, 2018 compliance deadline.

Since a compliance deadline extension to 2024 could unintentionally do more harm than good, we are
not extending the deadline. The new requirements in the 2015 UST regulation were designed to focus
on the parts of tank systems most likely to leak or to fail to detect a leak if there were a problem. A
several-year delay in conducting the new requirements could result in releases not being identified and
addressed for many years, which ultimately could result in unnecessary environmental damage and more
expensive cleanup costs. Since the regulation was finalized in 2015, many stakeholders, including tank
owners and operators, service providers, testing companies and other contractors have planned their
work based on the October 2018 deadline, and an extension now could be disruptive to those
stakeholders’ businesses.

Moreover, the agency undertook an extensive and lengthy process in developing the 2015 UST
regulation. We reached out substantially to affected stakeholders starting in 2008 before proposing the
rule in November 2011. After the proposal, there was a five-month comment period during which we
received approximately 200 comments. The final rule, published in 2015, simplified the implementation
schedule, reduced the burden of walkthrough inspections, removed requirements for periodic testing of
tank secondary containment and changed requirements on some previously deferred tanks, among other
revisions. In May 2017, the EPA added an alternative sump testing method that some stakeholders could
choose if it would be easier for them to use and less costly.

Additionally, because USTs are often directly regulated by states, the deadline of October 13, 2018
applies directly in only the 16 states and territories that have not received State Program Approval
(SPA). In the other 40 states and territories with SPA, the state regulations apply in lieu of the federal
regulation, and states can implement their regulations up to three years beyond the federal compliance
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deadline. Thus, implementation will be phased in from 2018 through up to 2021. The variability of
deadlines will reduce the demand on contractors at any one time.

The EPA encourages tank owners to not wait until the last minute to try to arrange for testing and
inspection. If the required tests/inspections determine that existing equipment is not properly operating
to prevent and detect releases, the EPA understands it may take time to get that equipment repaired or
upgraded. For diligent tank owners who nevertheless are unable to comply with the October 2018
deadline, the EPA considers any good faith efforts to comply with the law when deciding if and how to
respond to a violation.

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Raquel Snyder in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
snyder.raquel@epa.gov or at (202) 564-9586.

Sincerely,

\

¥

-4
Barry N. Bteen
Acting Assistant Administrator
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The Honorable Rand Paul, M.D.
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Paul:

Thank you for your letter of June 8, 2018 to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency requesting the
EPA extend its previously established compliance deadline of October 13, 2018, for portions of the 2015
Underground Storage Tank (UST) regulation (specifically 40 CFR 280.35), to October 13, 2024. In your
letter, you raised several concerns, including the feasibility of the testing and inspection requirements,
and that operators may have difficulty finding qualified contractors to perform the required testing and
inspections by the October 13, 2018 compliance deadline.

Since a compliance deadline extension to 2024 could unintentionally do more harm than good, we are
not extending the deadline. The new requirements in the 2015 UST regulation were designed to focus
on the parts of tank systems most likely to leak or to fail to detect a leak if there were a problem. A
several-year delay in conducting the new requirements could result in releases not being identified and
addressed for many years, which ultimately could result in unnecessary environmental damage and more
expensive cleanup costs. Since the regulation was finalized in 2015, many stakeholders, including tank
owners and operators, service providers, testing companies and other contractors have planned their
work based on the October 2018 deadline, and an extension now could be disruptive to those
stakeholders’ businesses.

Moreover, the agency undertook an extensive and lengthy process in developing the 2015 UST
regulation. We reached out substantially to affected stakeholders starting in 2008 before proposing the
rule in November 2011. After the proposal, there was a five-month comment period during which we
received approximately 200 comments. The final rule, published in 2015, simplified the implementation
schedule, reduced the burden of walkthrough inspections, removed requirements for periodic testing of
tank secondary containment and changed requirements on some previously deferred tanks, among other
revisions. In May 2017, the EPA added an alternative sump testing method that some stakeholders could
choose if it would be easier for them to use and less costly.

Additionally, because USTs are often directly regulated by states, the deadline of October 13, 2018
applies directly in only the 16 states and territories that have not received State Program Approval
(SPA). In the other 40 states and territories with SPA, the state regulations apply in lieu of the federal
regulation, and states can implement their regulations up to three years beyond the federal compliance
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deadline. Thus, implementation will be phased in from 2018 through up to 2021. The variability of
deadlines will reduce the demand on contractors at any one time.

The EPA encourages tank owners to not wait until the last minute to try to arrange for testing and
inspection. If the required tests/inspections determine that existing equipment is not properly operating
to prevent and detect releases, the EPA understands it may take time to get that equipment repaired or
upgraded. For diligent tank owners who nevertheless are unable to comply with the October 2018
deadline, the EPA considers any good faith efforts to comply with the law when deciding if and how to
respond to a violation.

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Raquel Snyder in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
snyder.raquel@epa.gov or at (202) 564-9586.

1ncerely,

N/ Bree
Actlng Assistant Administrator
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The Honorable Joe Manchin, III
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Manchin:

Thank you for your letter of June 8, 2018 to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency requesting the
EPA extend its previously established compliance deadline of October 13, 2018, for portions of the 2015
Underground Storage Tank (UST) regulation (specifically 40 CFR 280.35), to October 13, 2024. In your
letter, you raised several concerns, including the feasibility of the testing and inspection requirements,
and that operators may have difficulty finding qualified contractors to perform the required testing and
inspections by the October 13, 2018 compliance deadline.

Since a compliance deadline extension to 2024 could unintentionally do more harm than good, we are
not extending the deadline. The new requirements in the 2015 UST regulation were designed to focus
on the parts of tank systems most likely to leak or to fail to detect a leak if there were a problem. A
several-year delay in conducting the new requirements could result in releases not being identified and
addressed for many years, which ultimately could result in unnecessary environmental damage and more
expensive cleanup costs. Since the regulation was finalized in 2015, many stakeholders, including tank
owners and operators, service providers, testing companies and other contractors have planned their
work based on the October 2018 deadline, and an extension now could be disruptive to those
stakeholders’ businesses.

Moreover, the agency undertook an extensive and lengthy process in developing the 2015 UST
regulation. We reached out substantially to affected stakeholders starting in 2008 before proposing the
rule in November 2011. After the proposal, there was a five-month comment period during which we
received approximately 200 comments. The final rule, published in 2015, simplified the implementation
schedule, reduced the burden of walkthrough inspections, removed requirements for periodic testing of
tank secondary containment and changed requirements on some previously deferred tanks, among other
revisions. In May 2017, the EPA added an alternative sump testing method that some stakeholders could
choose if it would be easier for them to use and less costly.

Additionally, because USTs are often directly regulated by states, the deadline of October 13, 2018
applies directly in only the 16 states and territories that have not received State Program Approval
(SPA). In the other 40 states and territories with SPA, the state regulations apply in lieu of the federal
regulation, and states can implement their regulations up to three years beyond the federal compliance
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deadline. Thus, implementation will be phased in from 2018 through up to 2021. The variability of
deadlines will reduce the demand on contractors at any one time.

The EPA encourages tank owners to not wait until the last minute to try to arrange for testing and
inspection. If the required tests/inspections determine that existing equipment is not properly operating
to prevent and detect releases, the EPA understands it may take time to get that equipment repaired or
upgraded. For diligent tank owners who nevertheless are unable to comply with the October 2018
deadline, the EPA considers any good faith efforts to comply with the law when deciding if and how to
respond to a violation.

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Raquel Snyder in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
snyder.raquel@epa.gov or at (202) 564-9586.

ncerely,
A ¢

Barry N. Breen S——t
Acting Assistant Administrator
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The Honorable John Kennedy
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Kennedy:

Thank you for your letter of June 8, 2018 to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency requesting the
EPA extend its previously established compliance deadline of October 13, 2018, for portions of the 2015
Underground Storage Tank (UST) regulation (specifically 40 CFR 280.35), to October 13, 2024. In your
letter, you raised several concerns, including the feasibility of the testing and inspection requirements,
and that operators may have difficulty finding qualified contractors to perform the required testing and
inspections by the October 13, 2018 compliance deadline.

Since a compliance deadline extension to 2024 could unintentionally do more harm than good, we are
not extending the deadline. The new requirements in the 2015 UST regulation were designed to focus
on the parts of tank systems most likely to leak or to fail to detect a leak if there were a problem. A
several-year delay in conducting the new requirements could result in releases not being identified and
addressed for many years, which ultimately could result in unnecessary environmental damage and more
expensive cleanup costs. Since the regulation was finalized in 2015, many stakeholders, including tank
owners and operators, service providers, testing companies and other contractors have planned their
work based on the October 2018 deadline, and an extension now could be disruptive to those
stakeholders’ businesses.

Moreover, the agency undertook an extensive and lengthy process in developing the 2015 UST
regulation. We reached out substantially to affected stakeholders starting in 2008 before proposing the
rule in November 2011. After the proposal, there was a five-month comment period during which we
received approximately 200 comments. The final rule, published in 2015, simplified the implementation
schedule, reduced the burden of walkthrough inspections, removed requirements for periodic testing of
tank secondary containment and changed requirements on some previously deferred tanks, among other
revisions. In May 2017, the EPA added an alternative sump testing method that some stakeholders could
choose if it would be easier for them to use and less costly.

Additionally, because USTs are often directly regulated by states, the deadline of October 13, 2018
applies directly in only the 16 states and territories that have not received State Program Approval
(SPA). In the other 40 states and territories with SPA, the state regulations apply in lieu of the federal
regulation, and states can implement their regulations up to three years beyond the federal compliance
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deadline. Thus, implementation will be phased in from 2018 through up to 2021. The variability of
deadlines will reduce the demand on contractors at any one time.

The EPA encourages tank owners to not wait until the last minute to try to arrange for testing and
inspection. If the required tests/inspections determine that existing equipment is not properly operating
to prevent and detect releases, the EPA understands it may take time to get that equipment repaired or
upgraded. For diligent tank owners who nevertheless are unable to comply with the October 2018
deadline, the EPA considers any good faith efforts to comply with the law when deciding if and how to
respond to a violation.

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Raquel Snyder in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
snyder.raquel@epa.gov or at (202) 564-9586.

Sincerely,

(NY

Acting Assistant Administrator




0‘\\-‘ED STA’@@

' % UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
M 8 WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460
o3
(&)

«\
AL prote®

NOHIAY,

I’

JUL 2 4 2018

OFFICE OF
SOLID WASTE AND
EMERGENCY RESPONSE

NOW THE
OFFICE OF LAND AND
EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT

The Honorable Johnny Isakson
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Isakson:

Thank you for your letter of June 8, 2018 to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency requesting the
EPA extend its previously established compliance deadline of October 13, 2018, for portions of the 2015
Underground Storage Tank (UST) regulation (specifically 40 CFR 280.35), to October 13, 2024. In your
letter, you raised several concerns, including the feasibility of the testing and inspection requirements,
and that operators may have difficulty finding qualified contractors to perform the required testing and
inspections by the October 13, 2018 compliance deadline.

Since a compliance deadline extension to 2024 could unintentionally do more harm than good, we are
not extending the deadline. The new requirements in the 2015 UST regulation were designed to focus
on the parts of tank systems most likely to leak or to fail to detect a leak if there were a problem. A
several-year delay in conducting the new requirements could result in releases not being identified and
addressed for many years, which ultimately could result in unnecessary environmental damage and more
expensive cleanup costs. Since the regulation was finalized in 2015, many stakeholders, including tank
owners and operators, service providers, testing companies and other contractors have planned their
work based on the October 2018 deadline, and an extension now could be disruptive to those
stakeholders’ businesses.

Moreover, the agency undertook an extensive and lengthy process in developing the 2015 UST
regulation. We reached out substantially to affected stakeholders starting in 2008 before proposing the
rule in November 2011. After the proposal, there was a five-month comment period during which we
received approximately 200 comments. The final rule, published in 2015, simplified the implementation
schedule, reduced the burden of walkthrough inspections, removed requirements for periodic testing of
tank secondary containment and changed requirements on some previously deferred tanks, among other
revisions. In May 2017, the EPA added an alternative sump testing method that some stakeholders could
choose if it would be easier for them to use and less costly.

Additionally, because USTs are often directly regulated by states, the deadline of October 13, 2018
applies directly in only the 16 states and territories that have not received State Program Approval
(SPA). In the other 40 states and territories with SPA, the state regulations apply in lieu of the federal
regulation, and states can implement their regulations up to three years beyond the federal compliance
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deadline. Thus, implementation will be phased in from 2018 through up to 2021. The variability of
deadlines will reduce the demand on contractors at any one time.

The EPA encourages tank owners to not wait until the last minute to try to arrange for testing and
inspection. If the required tests/inspections determine that existing equipment is not properly operating
to prevent and detect releases, the EPA understands it may take time to get that equipment repaired or
upgraded. For diligent tank owners who nevertheless are unable to comply with the October 2018
deadline, the EPA considers any good faith efforts to comply with the law when deciding if and how to
respond to a violation.

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Raquel Snyder in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
snyder.raquel@epa.gov or at (202) 564-9586.

Sincerely,
A \ e
arry N. Breen

Acting Assistant Administrator
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The Honorable James M. Inhofe
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Inhofe:

Thank you for your letter of June 8, 2018 to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency requesting the
EPA extend its previously established compliance deadline of October 13, 2018, for portions of the 2015
Underground Storage Tank (UST) regulation (specifically 40 CFR 280.35), to October 13, 2024. In your
letter, you raised several concerns, including the feasibility of the testing and inspection requirements,
and that operators may have difficulty finding qualified contractors to perform the required testing and
inspections by the October 13, 2018 compliance deadline.

Since a compliance deadline extension to 2024 could unintentionally do more harm than good, we are
not extending the deadline. The new requirements in the 2015 UST regulation were designed to focus
on the parts of tank systems most likely to leak or to fail to detect a leak if there were a problem. A
several-year delay in conducting the new requirements could result in releases not being identified and
addressed for many years, which ultimately could result in unnecessary environmental damage and more
expensive cleanup costs. Since the regulation was finalized in 2015, many stakeholders, including tank
owners and operators, service providers, testing companies and other contractors have planned their
work based on the October 2018 deadline, and an extension now could be disruptive to those
stakeholders’ businesses.

Moreover, the agency undertook an extensive and lengthy process in developing the 2015 UST
regulation. We reached out substantially to affected stakeholders starting in 2008 before proposing the
rule in November 201 1. After the proposal, there was a five-month comment period during which we
received approximately 200 comments. The final rule, published in 2015, simplified the implementation
schedule, reduced the burden of walkthrough inspections, removed requirements for periodic testing of
tank secondary containment and changed requirements on some previously deferred tanks, among other
revisions. In May 2017, the EPA added an alternative sump testing method that some stakeholders could
choose if it would be easier for them to use and less costly.

Additionally, because USTs are often directly regulated by states, the deadline of October 13, 2018
applies directly in only the 16 states and territories that have not received State Program Approval

_ (SPA). In the other 40 states and territories with SPA, the state regulations apply in lieu of the federal
regulation, and states can implement their regulations up to three years beyond the federal compliance
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deadline. Thus, implementation will be phased in from 2018 through up to 2021. The variability of
deadlines will reduce the demand on contractors at any one time.

The EPA encourages tank owners to not wait until the last minute to try to arrange for testing and
inspection. If the required tests/inspections determine that existing equipment is not properly operating
to prevent and detect releases, the EPA understands it may take time to get that equipment repaired or
upgraded. For diligent tank owners who nevertheless are unable to comply with the October 2018
deadline, the EPA considers any good faith efforts to comply with the law when deciding if and how to
respond to a violation.

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Raquel Snyder in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
snyder.raquel@epa.gov or at (202) 564-9586.

Barry N. Breen
Acting Assistant Administrator
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The Honorable Cindy Hyde-Smith
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Hyde-Smith:

Thank you for your letter of June 8, 2018 to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency requesting the
EPA extend its previously established compliance deadline of October 13, 2018, for portions of the 2015
Underground Storage Tank (UST) regulation (specifically 40 CFR 280.35), to October 13, 2024. In your
letter, you raised several concerns, including the feasibility of the testing and inspection requirements,
and that operators may have difficulty finding qualified contractors to perform the required testing and
inspections by the October 13, 2018 compliance deadline.

Since a compliance deadline extension to 2024 could unintentionally do more harm than good, we are
not extending the deadline. The new requirements in the 2015 UST regulation were designed to focus
on the parts of tank systems most likely to leak or to fail to detect a leak if there were a problem. A
several-year delay in conducting the new requirements could result in releases not being identified and
addressed for many years, which ultimately could result in unnecessary environmental damage and more
expensive cleanup costs. Since the regulation was finalized in 2015, many stakeholders, including tank
owners and operators, service providers, testing companies and other contractors have planned their
work based on the October 2018 deadline, and an extension now could be disruptive to those
stakeholders’ businesses.

Moreover, the agency undertook an extensive and lengthy process in developing the 2015 UST
regulation. We reached out substantially to affected stakeholders starting in 2008 before proposing the
rule in November 2011. After the proposal, there was a five-month comment period during which we
received approximately 200 comments. The final rule, published in 2015, simplified the implementation
schedule, reduced the burden of walkthrough inspections, removed requirements for periodic testing of
tank secondary containment and changed requirements on some previously deferred tanks, among other
revisions. In May 2017, the EPA added an alternative sump testing method that some stakeholders could
choose if it would be easier for them to use and less costly.

Additionally, because USTs are often directly regulated by states, the deadline of October 13, 2018
applies directly in only the 16 states and territories that have not received State Program Approval
(SPA). In the other 40 states and territories with SPA, the state regulations apply in lieu of the federal
regulation, and states can implement their regulations up to three years beyond the federal compliance
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deadline. Thus, implementation will be phased in from 2018 through up to 2021. The variability of
deadlines will reduce the demand on contractors at any one time.

The EPA encourages tank owners to not wait until the last minute to try to arrange for testing and
inspection. If the required tests/inspections determine that existing equipment is not properly operating
to prevent and detect releases, the EPA understands it may take time to get that equipment repaired or
upgraded. For diligent tank owners who nevertheless are unable to comply with the October 2018
deadline, the EPA considers any good faith efforts to comply with the law when deciding if and how to
respond to a violation.

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Raquel Snyder in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
snyder.raquel@epa.gov or at (202) 564-9586.

i cerelffA @

arry N. Breen
Acting Assistant Administrator
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The Honorable John Hoeven
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Hoeven:

Thank you for your letter of June 8, 2018 to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency requesting the
EPA extend its previously established compliance deadline of October 13, 2018, for portions of the 2015
Underground Storage Tank (UST) regulation (specifically 40 CFR 280.35), to October 13, 2024. In your
letter, you raised several concerns, including the feasibility of the testing and inspection requirements,
and that operators may have difficulty finding qualified contractors to perform the required testing and
inspections by the October 13, 2018 compliance deadline.

Since a compliance deadline extension to 2024 could unintentionally do more harm than good, we are
not extending the deadline. The new requirements in the 2015 UST regulation were designed to focus
on the parts of tank systems most likely to leak or to fail to detect a leak if there were a problem. A
several-year delay in conducting the new requirements could result in releases not being identified and
addressed for many years, which ultimately could result in unnecessary environmental damage and more
expensive cleanup costs. Since the regulation was finalized in 2015, many stakeholders, including tank
owners and operators, service providers, testing companies and other contractors have planned their
work based on the October 2018 deadline, and an extension now could be disruptive to those
stakeholders’ businesses.

Moreover, the agency undertook an extensive and lengthy process in developing the 2015 UST
regulation. We reached out substantially to affected stakeholders starting in 2008 before proposing the
rule in November 2011. After the proposal, there was a five-month comment period during which we
received approximately 200 comments. The final rule, published in 2015, simplified the implementation
schedule, reduced the burden of walkthrough inspections, removed requirements for periodic testing of
tank secondary containment and changed requirements on some previously deferred tanks, among other
revisions. In May 2017, the EPA added an alternative sump testing method that some stakeholders could
choose if it would be easier for them to use and less costly.

Additionally, because USTs are often directly regulated by states, the deadline of October 13, 2018
applies directly in only the 16 states and territories that have not received State Program Approval
(SPA). In the other 40 states and territories with SPA, the state regulations apply in lieu of the federal
regulation, and states can implement their regulations up to three years beyond the federal compliance
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deadline. Thus, implementation will be phased in from 2018 through up to 2021. The variability of
deadlines will reduce the demand on contractors at any one time.

The EPA encourages tank owners to not wait until the last minute to try to arrange for testing and
inspection. If the required tests/inspections determine that existing equipment is not properly operating
to prevent and detect releases, the EPA understands it may. take time to get that equipment repaired or
upgraded. For diligent tank owners who nevertheless are unable to comply with the October 2018
deadline, the EPA considers any good faith efforts to comply with the law when deciding if and how to
respond to a violation.

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may

contact Raquel Snyder in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
snyder.raquel@epa.gov or at (202) 564-9586.

Sincerely,
@' . n o

Acting Assistant Administrator
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The Honorable Heidi Heitkamp
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Heitkamp:

Thank you for your letter of June 8, 2018 to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency requesting the
EPA extend its previously established compliance deadline of October 13, 2018, for portions of the 2015
Underground Storage Tank (UST) regulation (specifically 40 CFR 280.35), to October 13, 2024. In your
letter, you raised several concerns, including the feasibility of the testing and inspection requirements,
and that operators may have difficulty finding qualified contractors to perform the required testing and
inspections by the October 13, 2018 compliance deadline.

Since a compliance deadline extension to 2024 could unintentionally do more harm than good, we are
not extending the deadline. The new requirements in the 2015 UST regulation were designed to focus
on the parts of tank systems most likely to leak or to fail to detect a leak if there were a problem. A
several-year delay in conducting the new requirements could result in releases not being identified and
addressed for many years, which ultimately could result in unnecessary environmental damage and more
expensive cleanup costs. Since the regulation was finalized in 2015, many stakeholders, including tank
owners and operators, service providers, testing companies and other contractors have planned their
work based on the October 2018 deadline, and an extension now could be disruptive to those
stakeholders’ businesses.

Moreover, the agency undertook an extensive and lengthy process in developing the 2015 UST
regulation. We reached out substantially to affected stakeholders starting in 2008 before proposing the
rule in November 2011. After the proposal, there was a five-month comment period during which we
received approximately 200 comments. The final rule, published in 2015, simplified the implementation
schedule, reduced the burden of walkthrough inspections, removed requirements for periodic testing of
tank secondary containment and changed requirements on some previously deferred tanks, among other
revisions. In May 2017, the EPA added an alternative sump testing method that some stakeholders could
choose if it would be easier for them to use and less costly.

Additionally, because USTs are often directly regulated by states, the deadline of October 13, 2018
applies directly in only the 16 states and territories that have not received State Program Approval
(SPA). In the other 40 states and territories with SPA, the state regulations apply in lieu of the federal
regulation, and states can implement their regulations up to three years beyond the federal compliance
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deadline. Thus, implementation will be phased in from 2018 through up to 2021. The variability of
deadlines will reduce the demand on contractors at any one time.

The EPA encourages tank owners to not wait until the last minute to try to arrange for testing and
inspection. If the required tests/inspections determine that existing equipment is not properly operating
to prevent and detect releases, the EPA understands it may take time to get that equipment repaired or
upgraded. For diligent tank owners who nevertheless are unable to comply with the October 2018
deadline, the EPA considers any good faith efforts to comply with the law when deciding if and how to
respond to a violation.

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may

contact Raquel Snyder in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
snyder.raquel@epa.gov or at (202) 564-9586.

Sincerely,
QESW AB}eK

Acting Assistant Administrator




deadline. Thus, implementation will be phased in from 2018 through up to 2021. The variability of
deadlines will reduce the demand on contractors at any one time.

The EPA encourages tank owners to not wait until the last minute to try to arrange for testing and
inspection. If the required tests/inspections determine that existing equipment is not properly operating
to prevent and detect releases, the EPA understands it may take time to get that equipment repaired or
upgraded. For diligent tank owners who nevertheless are unable to comply with the October 2018
deadline, the EPA considers any good faith efforts to comply with the law when deciding if and how to
respond to a violation.

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may

contact Raquel Snyder in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
snyder.raquel@epa.gov or at (202) 564-9586.

Sincerely, Q/\

Actmg A551stant Administrator
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Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Graham:

Thank you for your letter of June 8, 2018 to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency requesting the
EPA extend its previously established compliance deadline of October 13, 2018, for portions of the 2015
Underground Storage Tank (UST) regulation (specifically 40 CFR 280.35), to October 13, 2024. In your
letter, you raised several concerns, including the feasibility of the testing and inspection requirements,
and that operators may have difficulty finding qualified contractors to perform the required testing and
inspections by the October 13, 2018 compliance deadline.

Since a compliance deadline extension to 2024 could unintentionally do more harm than good, we are
not extending the deadline. The new requirements in the 2015 UST regulation were designed to focus
on the parts of tank systems most likely to leak or to fail to detect a leak if there were a problem. A
several-year delay in conducting the new requirements could result in releases not being identified and
addressed for many years, which ultimately could result in unnecessary environmental damage and more
expensive cleanup costs. Since the regulation was finalized in 2015, many stakeholders, including tank
owners and operators, service providers, testing companies and other contractors have planned their
work based on the October 2018 deadline, and an extension now could be disruptive to those
stakeholders’ businesses.

Moreover, the agency undertook an extensive and lengthy process in developing the 2015 UST
regulation. We reached out substantially to affected stakeholders starting in 2008 before proposing the
rule in November 2011. After the proposal, there was a five-month comment period during which we
received approximately 200 comments. The final rule, published in 2015, simplified the implementation
schedule, reduced the burden of walkthrough inspections, removed requirements for periodic testing of
tank secondary containment and changed requirements on some previously deferred tanks, among other
revisions. In May 2017, the EPA added an alternative sump testing method that some stakeholders could
choose if it would be easier for them to use and less costly.

Additionally, because USTs are often directly regulated by states, the deadline of October 13, 2018
applies directly in only the 16 states and territories that have not received State Program Approval
(SPA). In the other 40 states and territories with SPA, the state regulations apply in lieu of the federal
regulation, and states can implement their regulations up to three years beyond the federal compliance
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The Honorable Mike Enzi

United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Enzi;

Thank you for your letter of June 8, 2018 to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency requesting the
EPA extend its previously established compliance deadline of October 13, 2018, for portions of the 2015
Underground Storage Tank (UST) regulation (specifically 40 CFR 280.35), to October 13, 2024. In your
letter, you raised several concerns, including the feasibility of the testing and inspection requirements,
and that operators may have difficulty finding qualified contractors to perform the required testing and
inspections by the October 13, 2018 compliance deadline.

Since a compliance deadline extension to 2024 could unintentionally do more harm than good, we are
not extending the deadline. The new requirements in the 2015 UST regulation were designed to focus
on the parts of tank systems most likely to leak or to fail to detect a leak if there were a problem. A
several-year delay in conducting the new requirements could result in releases not being identified and
addressed for many years, which ultimately could result in unnecessary environmental damage and more
expensive cleanup costs. Since the regulation was finalized in 2015, many stakeholders, including tank
owners and operators, service providers, testing companies and other contractors have planned their
work based on the October 2018 deadline, and an extension now could be disruptive to those
stakeholders’ businesses.

Moreover, the agency undertook an extensive and lengthy process in developing the 2015 UST
regulation. We reached out substantially to affected stakeholders starting in 2008 before proposing the
rule in November 2011. After the proposal, there was a five-month comment period during which we
received approximately 200 comments. The final rule, published in 2015, simplified the implementation
schedule, reduced the burden of walkthrough inspections, removed requirements for periodic testing of
tank secondary containment and changed requirements on some previously deferred tanks, among other
revisions. In May 2017, the EPA added an alternative sump testing method that some stakeholders could
choose if it would be easier for them to use and less costly.

Additionally, because USTs are often directly regulated by states, the deadline of October 13, 2018
applies directly in only the 16 states and territories that have not received State Program Approval
(SPA). In the other 40 states and territories with SPA, the state regulations apply in lieu of the federal
regulation, and states can implement their regulations up to three years beyond the federal compliance
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deadline. Thus, implementation will be phased in from 2018 through up to 2021. The variability of
deadlines will reduce the demand on contractors at any one time.

The EPA encourages tank owners to not wait until the last minute to try to arrange for testing and
inspection. If the required tests/inspections determine that existing equipment is not properly operating
to prevent and detect releases, the EPA understands it may take time to get that equipment repaired or
upgraded. For diligent tank owners who nevertheless are unable to comply with the October 2018
deadline, the EPA considers any good faith efforts to comply with the law when deciding if and how to
respond to a violation.

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may

contact Raquel Snyder in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
snyder.raquel@epa.gov or at (202) 564-9586.

Smcerely, @
@h}rwN Breen

Acting Assistant Administrator
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The Honorable Steve Daines
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Daines:

Thank you for your letter of June 8, 2018 to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency requesting the
EPA extend its previously established compliance deadline of October 13, 2018, for portions of the 2015
Underground Storage Tank (UST) regulation (specifically 40 CFR 280.35), to October 13, 2024. In your
letter, you raised several concerns, including the feasibility of the testing and inspection requirements,
and that operators may have difficulty finding qualified contractors to perform the required testing and
inspections by the October 13, 2018 compliance deadline.

Since a compliance deadline extension to 2024 could unintentionally do more harm than good, we are
not extending the deadline. The new requirements in the 2015 UST regulation were designed to focus
on the parts of tank systems most likely to leak or to fail to detect a leak if there were a problem. A
several-year delay in conducting the new requirements could result in releases not being identified and
addressed for many years, which ultimately could result in unnecessary environmental damage and more
expensive cleanup costs. Since the regulation was finalized in 2015, many stakeholders, including tank
owners and operators, service providers, testing companies and other contractors have planned their
work based on the October 2018 deadline, and an extension now could be disruptive to those
stakeholders’ businesses.

Moreover, the agency undertook an extensive and lengthy process in developing the 2015 UST
regulation. We reached out substantially to affected stakeholders starting in 2008 before proposing the
rule in November 2011. After the proposal, there was a five-month comment period during which we
received approximately 200 comments. The final rule, published in 2015, simplified the implementation
schedule, reduced the burden of walkthrough inspections, removed requirements for periodic testing of
tank secondary containment and changed requirements on some previously deferred tanks, among other
revisions. In May 2017, the EPA added an alternative sump testing method that some stakeholders could
choose if it would be easier for them to use and less costly.

Additionally, because USTs are often directly regulated by states, the deadline of October 13, 2018
applies directly in only the 16 states and territories that have not received State Program Approval
(SPA). In the other 40 states and territories with SPA, the state regulations apply in lieu of the federal
regulation, and states can implement their regulations up to three years beyond the federal compliance
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deadline. Thus, implementation will be phased in from 2018 through up to 2021. The variability of
deadlines will reduce the demand on contractors at any one time.

The EPA encourages tank owners to not wait until the last minute to try to arrange for testing and
inspection. If the required tests/inspections determine that existing equipment is not properly operating
to prevent and detect releases, the EPA understands it may take time to get that equipment repaired or
upgraded. For diligent tank owners who nevertheless are unable to comply with the October 2018
deadline, the EPA considers any good faith efforts to comply with the law when deciding if and how to
respond to a violation.

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may

contact Raquel Snyder in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
snyder.raquel@epa.gov or at (202) 564-9586.

Cjiily’ @
Barry N. Zrleé

Acting Assistant Administrator
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The Honorable Mike Crapo
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Crapo:

Thank you for your letter of June 8, 2018 to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency requesting the
EPA extend its previously established compliance deadline of October 13, 2018, for portions of the 2015
Underground Storage Tank (UST) regulation (specifically 40 CFR 280.35), to October 13, 2024. In your
letter, you raised several concerns, including the feasibility of the testing and inspection requirements,
and that operators may have difficulty finding qualified contractors to perform the required testing and
inspections by the October 13, 2018 compliance deadline.

Since a compliance deadline extension to 2024 could unintentionally do more harm than good, we are
not extending the deadline. The new requirements in the 2015 UST regulation were designed to focus
on the parts of tank systems most likely to leak or to fail to detect a leak if there were a problem. A
several-year delay in conducting the new requirements could result in releases not being identified and
addressed for many years, which ultimately could result in unnecessary environmental damage and more
expensive cleanup costs. Since the regulation was finalized in 2015, many stakeholders, including tank
owners and operators, service providers, testing companies and other contractors have planned their
work based on the October 2018 deadline, and an extension now could be disruptive to those
stakeholders’ businesses.

Moreover, the agency undertook an extensive and lengthy process in developing the 2015 UST
regulation. We reached out substantially to affected stakeholders starting in 2008 before proposing the
rule in November 2011. After the proposal, there was a five-month comment period during which we
received approximately 200 comments. The final rule, published in 2015, simplified the implementation
schedule, reduced the burden of walkthrough inspections, removed requirements for periodic testing of
tank secondary containment and changed requirements on some previously deferred tanks, among other
revisions. In May 2017, the EPA added an alternative sump testing method that some stakeholders could
choose if it would be easier for them to use and less costly.

Additionally, because USTs are often directly regulated by states, the deadline of October 13, 2018
applies directly in only the 16 states and territories that have not received State Program Approval
(SPA). In the other 40 states and territories with SPA, the state regulations apply in lieu of the federal
regulation, and states can implement their regulations up to three years beyond the federal compliance
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deadline. Thus, implementation will be phased in from 2018 through up to 2021. The variability of
deadlines will reduce the demand on contractors at any one time.

The EPA encourages tank owners to not wait until the last minute to try to arrange for testing and
inspection. If the required tests/inspections determine that existing equipment is not properly operating
to prevent and detect releases, the EPA understands it may take time to get that equipment repaired or
upgraded. For diligent tank owners who nevertheless are unable to comply with the October 2018
deadline, the EPA considers any good faith efforts to comply with the law when deciding if and how to
respond to a violation.

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Raquel Snyder in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
snyder.raquel@epa.gov or at (202) 564-9586.

~Sincerely,

' Barry N. Breen
Acting Assistant Administrator
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United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Cotton:

Thank you for your letter of June 8, 2018 to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency requesting the
EPA extend its previously established compliance deadline of October 13, 2018, for portions of the 2015
Underground Storage Tank (UST) regulation (specifically 40 CFR 280.35), to October 13, 2024. In your
letter, you raised several concerns, including the feasibility of the testing and inspection requirements,
and that operators may have difficulty finding qualified contractors to perform the required testing and
inspections by the October 13, 2018 compliance deadline.

Since a compliance deadline extension to 2024 could unintentionally do more harm than good, we are
not extending the deadline. The new requirements in the 2015 UST regulation were designed to focus
on the parts of tank systems most likely to leak or to fail to detect a leak if there were a problem. A
several-year delay in conducting the new requirements could result in releases not being identified and
addressed for many years, which ultimately could result in unnecessary environmental damage and more
expensive cleanup costs. Since the regulation was finalized in 2015, many stakeholders, including tank
owners and operators, service providers, testing companies and other contractors have planned their
work based on the October 2018 deadline, and an extension now could be disruptive to those
stakeholders’ businesses.

Moreover, the agency undertook an extensive and lengthy process in developing the 2015 UST
regulation. We reached out substantially to affected stakeholders starting in 2008 before proposing the
rule in November 2011. After the proposal, there was a five-month comment period during which we
received approximately 200 comments. The final rule, published in 2015, simplified the implementation
schedule, reduced the burden of walkthrough inspections, removed requirements for periodic testing of
tank secondary containment and changed requirements on some previously deferred tanks, among other
revisions. In May 2017, the EPA added an alternative sump testing method that some stakeholders could
choose if it would be easier for them to use and less costly.

Additionally, because USTs are often directly regulated by states, the deadline of October 13, 2018
applies directly in only the 16 states and territories that have not received State Program Approval
(SPA). In the other 40 states and territories with SPA, the state regulations apply in lieu of the federal
regulation, and states can implement their regulations up to three years beyond the federal compliance
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deadline. Thus, implementation will be phased in from 2018 through up to 2021. The variability of
deadlines will reduce the demand on contractors at any one time.

The EPA encourages tank owners to not wait until the last minute to try to arrange for testing and
inspection. If the required tests/inspections determine that existing equipment is not properly operating
to prevent and detect releases, the EPA understands it may take time to get that equipment repaired or
upgraded. For diligent tank owners who nevertheless are unable to comply with the October 2018
deadline, the EPA considers any good faith efforts to comply with the law when deciding if and how to
respond to a violation.

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Raquel Snyder in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
snyder.raquel@epa.gov or at (202) 564-9586.

Sincerely

1/3% N. Br‘en

Acting Assistant Administrator
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The Honorable Bill Cassidy, M.D.
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Cassidy:

Thank you for your letter of June 8, 2018 to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency requesting the
EPA extend its previously established compliance deadline of October 13, 2018, for portions of the 2015
Underground Storage Tank (UST) regulation (specifically 40 CFR 280.35), to October 13, 2024. In your
letter, you raised several concerns, including the feasibility of the testing and inspection requirements,
and that operators may have difficulty finding qualified contractors to perform the required testing and
inspections by the October 13, 2018 compliance deadline.

Since a compliance deadline extension to 2024 could unintentionally do more harm than good, we are
not extending the deadline. The new requirements in the 2015 UST regulation were designed to focus
on the parts of tank systems most likely to leak or to fail to detect a leak if there were a problem. A
several-year delay in conducting the new requirements could result in releases not being identified and
addressed for many years, which ultimately could result in unnecessary environmental damage and more
expensive cleanup costs. Since the regulation was finalized in 2015, many stakeholders, including tank
owners and operators, service providers, testing companies and other contractors have planned their
work based on the October 2018 deadline, and an extension now could be disruptive to those
stakeholders’ businesses.

Moreover, the agency undertook an extensive and lengthy process in developing the 2015 UST
regulation. We reached out substantially to affected stakeholders starting in 2008 before proposing the
rule in November 2011. After the proposal, there was a five-month comment period during which we
received approximately 200 comments. The final rule, published in 2015, simplified the implementation
schedule, reduced the burden of walkthrough inspections, removed requirements for periodic testing of
tank secondary containment and changed requirements on some previously deferred tanks, among other
revisions. In May 2017, the EPA added an alternative sump testing method that some stakeholders could
choose if it would be easier for them to use and less costly.

Additionally, because USTs are often directly regulated by states, the deadline of October 13, 2018
applies directly in only the 16 states and territories that have not received State Program Approval
(SPA). In the other 40 states and territories with SPA, the state regulations apply in lieu of the federal
regulation, and states can implement their regulations up to three years beyond the federal compliance
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deadline. Thus, implementation will be phased in from 2018 through up to 2021. The variability of
deadlines will reduce the demand on contractors at any one time.

The EPA encourages tank owners to not wait until the last minute to try to arrange for testing and
inspection. If the required tests/inspections determiné that existing equipment is not properly operating
to prevent and detect releases, the EPA understands it may take time to get that equipment repaired or
upgraded. For diligent tank owners who nevertheless are unable to comply with the October 2018
deadline, the EPA considers any good faith efforts to comply with the law when deciding if and how to
respond to a violation. '

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may

contact Raquel Snyder in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
snyder.raquel@epa.gov or at (202) 564-9586.

zincerely,
Nkr&Q/

Acting Assistant Administrator
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The Honorable Shelley Moore Capito
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Capito:

Thank you for your letter of June 8, 2018 to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency requesting the
EPA extend its previously established compliance deadline of October 13, 2018, for portions of the 2015
Underground Storage Tank (UST) regulation (specifically 40 CFR 280.35), to October 13, 2024. In your
letter, you raised several concerns, including the feasibility of the testing and inspection requirements,
and that operators may have difficulty finding qualified contractors to perform the required testing and
inspections by the October 13, 2018 compliance deadline.

Since a compliance deadline extension to 2024 could unintentionally do more harm than good, we are
not extending the deadline. The new requirements in the 2015 UST regulation were designed to focus
on the parts of tank systems most likely to leak or to fail to detect a leak if there were a problem. A
several-year delay in conducting the new requirements could result in releases not being identified and
addressed for many years, which ultimately could result in unnecessary environmental damage and more
expensive cleanup costs. Since the regulation was finalized in 2015, many stakeholders, including tank
owners and operators, service providers, testing companies and other contractors have planned their
work based on the October 2018 deadline, and an extension now could be disruptive to those
stakeholders’ businesses.

Moreover, the agency undertook an extensive and lengthy process in developing the 2015 UST
regulation. We reached out substantially to affected stakeholders starting in 2008 before proposing the
rule in November 2011. After the proposal, there was a five-month comment period during which we
received approximately 200 comments. The final rule, published in 2015, simplified the implementation
schedule, reduced the burden of walkthrough inspections, removed requirements for periodic testing of
tank secondary containment and changed requirements on some previously deferred tanks, among other
revisions. In May 2017, the EPA added an alternative sump testing method that some stakeholders could
choose if it would be easier for them to use and less costly.

Additionally, because USTs are often directly regulated by states, the deadline of October 13, 2018
applies directly in only the 16 states and territories that have not received State Program Approval
(SPA). In the other 40 states and territories with SPA, the state regulations apply in lieu of the federal
regulation, and states can implement their regulations up to three years beyond the federal compliance
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deadline. Thus, implementation will be phased in from 2018 through up to 2021. The variability of
deadlines will reduce the demand on contractors at any one time.

The EPA encourages tank owners to not wait until the last minute to try to arrange for testing and
inspection. If the required tests/inspections determine that existing equipment is not properly operating
to prevent and detect releases, the EPA understands it may take time to get that equipment repaired or
upgraded. For diligent tank owners who nevertheless are unable to comply with the October 2018
deadline, the EPA considers any good faith efforts to comply with the law when deciding if and how to
respond to a violation.

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Raquel Snyder in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
snyder.raquel@epa.gov or at (202) 564-9586.

Barry N. Breen
Acting Assistant Administrator
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The Honorable John Boozman

United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Boozman:

Thank you for your letter of June 8, 2018 to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency requesting the
EPA extend its previously established compliance deadline of October 13, 2018, for portions of the 2015
Underground Storage Tank (UST) regulation (specifically 40 CFR 280.35), to October 13, 2024. In your
letter, you raised several concerns, including the feasibility of the testing and inspection requirements,
and that operators may have difficulty finding qualified contractors to perform the required testing and
inspections by the October 13, 2018 compliance deadline.

Since a compliance deadline extension to 2024 could unintentionally do more harm than good, we are
not extending the deadline. The new requirements in the 2015 UST regulation were designed to focus
on the parts of tank systems most likely to leak or to fail to detect a leak if there were a problem. A
several-year delay in conducting the new requirements could result in releases not being identified and
addressed for many years, which ultimately could result in unnecessary environmental damage and more
expensive cleanup costs. Since the regulation was finalized in 2015, many stakeholders, including tank
owners and operators, service providers, testing companies and other contractors have planned their
work based on the October 2018 deadline, and an extension now could be disruptive to those
stakeholders’ businesses.

Moreover, the agency undertook an extensive and lengthy process in developing the 2015 UST
regulation. We reached out substantially to affected stakeholders starting in 2008 before proposing the
rule in November 2011. After the proposal, there was a five-month comment period during which we
received approximately 200 comments. The final rule, published in 2015, simplified the implementation
schedule, reduced the burden of walkthrough inspections, removed requirements for periodic testing of
tank secondary containment and changed requirements on some previously deferred tanks, among other
revisions. In May 2017, the EPA added an alternative sump testing method that some stakeholders could
choose if it would be easier for them to use and less costly.

Additionally, because USTs are often directly regulated by states, the deadline of October 13, 2018
applies directly in only the 16 states and territories that have not received State Program Approval
(SPA). In the other 40 states and territories with SPA, the state regulations apply in lieu of the federal
regulation, and states can implement their regulations up to three years beyond the federal compliance
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deadline. Thus, implementation will be phased in from 2018 through up to 2021. The variability of
deadlines will reduce the demand on contractors at any one time.

The EPA encourages tank owners to not wait until the last minute to try to arrange for testing and
inspection. If the required tests/inspections determine that existing equipment is not properly operating
to prevent and detect releases, the EPA understands it may take time to get that equipment repaired or
upgraded. For diligent tank owners who nevertheless are unable to comply with the October 2018
deadline, the EPA considers any good faith efforts to comply with the law when deciding if and how to
respond to a violation.

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Raquel Snyder in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
snyder.raquel@epa.gov or at (202) 564-9586. '

Sincerely

ﬁry N: Breen

Acting Assistant Administrator
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The Honorable Lamar Alexander
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Alexander:

Thank you for your letter of June 8, 2018 to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency requesting the
EPA extend its previously established compliance deadline of October 13, 2018, for portions of the 2015
Underground Storage Tank (UST) regulation (specifically 40 CFR 280.35), to October 13, 2024. In your
letter, you raised several concerns, including the feasibility of the testing and inspection requirements,
and that operators may have difficulty finding qualified contractors to perform the required testing and
inspections by the October 13, 2018 compliance deadline.

Since a compliance deadline extension to 2024 could unintentionally do more harm than good, we are
not extending the deadline. The new requirements in the 2015 UST regulation were designed to focus
on the parts of tank systems most likely to leak or to fail to detect a leak if there were a problem. A
several-year delay in conducting the new requirements could result in releases not being identified and
addressed for many years, which ultimately could result in unnecessary environmental damage and more
expensive cleanup costs. Since the regulation was finalized in 2015, many stakeholders, including tank
owners and operators, service providers, testing companies and other contractors have planned their
work based on the October 2018 deadline, and an extension now could be disruptive to those
stakeholders’ businesses.

Moreover, the agency undertook an extensive and lengthy process in developing the 2015 UST
regulation. We reached out substantially to affected stakeholders starting in 2008 before proposing the
rule in November 2011. After the proposal, there was a five-month comment period during which we
received approximately 200 comments. The final rule, published in 2015, simplified the implementation
schedule, reduced the burden of walkthrough inspections, removed requirements for periodic testing of
tank secondary containment and changed requirements on some previously deferred tanks, among other
revisions. In May 2017, the EPA added an alternative sump testing method that some stakeholders could
choose if it would be easier for them to use and less costly.

Additionally, because USTs are often directly regulated by states, the deadline of October 13, 2018
applies directly in only the 16 states and territories that have not received State Program Approval
(SPA). In the other 40 states and territories with SPA, the state regulations apply in lieu of the federal
regulation, and states can implement their regulations up to three years beyond the federal compliance
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deadline. Thus, implementation will be phased in from 2018 through up to 2021. The variability of
deadlines will reduce the demand on contractors at any one time.

The EPA encourages tank owners to not wait until the last minute to try to arrange for testing and
inspection. If the required tests/inspections determine that existing equipment is not properly operating
to prevent and detect releases, the EPA understands it may take time to get that equipment repaired or
upgraded. For diligent tank owners who nevertheless are unable to comply with the October 2018
deadline, the EPA considers any good faith efforts to comply with the law when deciding if and how to
respond to a violation.

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Raquel Snyder in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
snyder.raquel@epa.gov or at (202) 564-9586.

incerely,

Acting Assistant Administrator
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The Honorable Jerry Moran

United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Moran:

Thank you for your letter of June 8, 2018 to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency requesting the
EPA extend its previously established compliance deadline of October 13, 2018, for portions of the 2015
Underground Storage Tank (UST) regulation (specifically 40 CFR 280.35), to October 13, 2024. In your
letter, you raised several concerns, including the feasibility of the testing and inspection requirements,
and that operators may have difficulty finding qualified contractors to perform the required testing and
inspections by the October 13, 2018 compliance deadline.

Since a compliance deadline extension to 2024 could unintentionally do more harm than good, we are
not extending the deadline. The new requirements in the 2015 UST regulation were designed to focus
on the parts of tank systems most likely to leak or to fail to detect a leak if there were a problem. A
several-year delay in conducting the new requirements could result in releases not being identified and
addressed for many years, which ultimately could result in unnecessary environmental damage and more
expensive cleanup costs. Since the regulation was finalized in 2015, many stakeholders, including tank
owners and operators, service providers, testing companies and other contractors have planned their
work based on the October 2018 deadline, and an extension now could be disruptive to those
stakeholders’ businesses.

Moreover, the agency undertook an extensive and lengthy process in developing the 2015 UST
regulation. We reached out substantially to affected stakeholders starting in 2008 before proposing the
rule in November 2011. After the proposal, there was a five-month comment period during which we
received approximately 200 comments. The final rule, published in 2015, simplified the implementation
schedule, reduced the burden of walkthrough inspections, removed requirements for periodic testing of
tank secondary containment and changed requirements on some previously deferred tanks, among other
revisions. In May 2017, the EPA added an alternative sump testing method that some stakeholders could
choose if it would be easier for them to use and less costly.

Additionally, because USTs are often directly regulated by states, the deadline of October 13, 2018
applies directly in only the 16 states and territories that have not received State Program Approval
(SPA). In the other 40 states and territories with SPA, the state regulations apply in lieu of the federal
regulation, and states can implement their regulations up to three years beyond the federal compliance
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deadline. Thus, implementation will be phased in from 2018 through up to 2021. The variability of
deadlines will reduce the demand on contractors at any one time.

The EPA encourages tank owners to not wait until the last minute to try to arrange for testing and
inspection. If the required tests/inspections determine that existing equipment is not properly operating
to.prevent and detect releases, the EPA understands it may take'time to get that equipment repaired or

“ upgraded. For diligent tank owners who nevertheless are unable to comply with the October 2018
deadline, the EPA considers any good faith efforts to comply with the law when deciding if and how to
respond to a violation.

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Raquel Snyder in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
snyder.raquel@epa.gov or at (202) 564-9586.

Sincerely,

Acting Assistant Administrator




Nnited Dtates Denate

WASHINGTON, DC 20510

February 1, 2019

The Honorable Andrew Wheeler
Acting Administrator

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
1200 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW
Washington, DC 20460

Dear Acting Administrator Wheeler:

We write to you regarding recent media reports citing that the Environmental Protection Agency
(EPA) does not intend to establish enforceable drinking water standards for perfluorooctanoic
acid (PFOA) and perfluorooctanesulfonic acid (PFOS) as part of the agency’s national
management plan for this class of chemicals. If this is accurate, EPA’s inaction would be a major
setback to states and affected communities. Therefore, we urge you to develop enforceable
federal drinking water standards for PFOA and PFOS as well as institute immediate actions to
protect the public from contamination from additional per- and polyfluoroalkyl substances
(PFAS).

As you are aware, PFAS chemicals have emerged as a widespread contaminant in drinking water
sources in several communities across the nation. While the risks associated with PFAS exposure
are still being uncovered, studies have linked these unregulated emerging contaminants to a
number of adverse health effects. On May 19, 2016, the EPA established lifetime health advisory
levels for PFOA and PFOS. These health advisories, however, are non-enforceable and deprive
states of much-needed federal guidance on how to determine and implement effective drinking
water standards for PFOA and PFOS chemicals.

In the absence of federal standards, states have been forced to create their own drinking water
regulations for PFAS. This uncoordinated process has led to a patchwork of conflicting drinking
water standards and guidelines in nine states with widely varying maximum contaminant levels.
Moreover, the varying levels of standards have caused confusion among regulated entities and
affected communities who wonder if their regulations are sufficient.

Federal safe drinking water standards are critical to addressing public concerns and allow for
states to focus their efforts and limited resources on implementation and compliance assurance.
Without enforceable drinking water standards for PFOA and PFOS, it is doubtful that a national
management strategy will sufficiently confront the challenges PFAS chemicals pose to states and
affected communities. This decision would also fail to consider ongoing interagency efforts to
determine the human health implications of contamination from PFAS, including the nationwide
study being conducted by the Agency for Toxic Substances and Disease Registry (ATSDR).! We
urge you to ensure that EPA’s National PFAS Management Plan includes a commitment to

! The National Defense Authorization Acts for 2018 and 2019 authorized a transfer of funds from the Department of
Defense to ATSDR to study PFAS exposure and related human health outcomes. This includes exposure
assessments, community engagement, a health study at Pease International Tradeport in New Hampshire and a
national multi-site health study.




develop federal drinking water standards for PFOA and PFOS, pursuant to the Safe Drinking
Water Act. We also request that EPA provide briefings to our offices on the agency’s efforts on
this issue, as well as regular updates on the progress of those efforts.

Safe drinking water is essential to the health and well-being of every American. And while our
nation’s water quality is among the highest in the world, we now face a serious

challenge: aggressively addressing the health and environmental threats connected with PFAS.
We believe it is imperative that the EPA show leadership and help protect American families
from these harmful materials. We thank you for your attention to this important matter and look
forward to your timely response.

Sincerely,
JEANNE SHAHEEN SHELLE OORE CAPTTO
United States Senator United States Senator
m.;/i/ / e
MARGARET WOOD HASSAN EBBIE w
United States Senator United States Senator
THOMAS R. CARPER V TOM UDALL
United States Senator United States Senator
%W%“’" Mharan,
MARIA CANTWELL PATTY Y o)
United States Senator United States Senator

ROBERTP CASEY, JR. 3 5 PATRICK LEAHY (

United States Senator United States Senator



MARTIN HEINRICH
United States Senator

M
SHERROD BROWN BERNARD SANDERS
United States Senator United States Senator
JOE MANCHIN J11 ROBERT MENENDEZ ’
United States Serlator United States Senat
KIRSTEN GILLIBRAND ELIZABETH WARREN
United States Senator United States Senator

THOM TILLIS
United Sfates Senator United States Senator
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FEB 15 2019

OFFICE OF WATER

The Honorable Gary C. Peters
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Peters:

Thank you for your letters of December 20, 2018, and February 1, 2019, regarding Per- and
Polyfluroalkyl Substances (PFAS). The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) shares your
concern for communities across the United States that continue to deal with these substances. The PFAS
issue is a priority for the EPA and we are working cooperatively with our federal and state partners to
address PFAS-related issues in order to protect human health and the environment.

On February 14, 2019, the EPA announced the first-ever PFAS Action Plan, available at:
https://epa.gov/pfas. This historic plan responds to extensive public interest and input the EPA has
received, including at the agency’s May 2018 National Leadership Summit and subsequent visits to a
number of states across the nation, at which the agency heard directly from the public about PFAS issues
in their communities. The Action Plan represents the first time the EPA has built a national, multi-
media, multi-program, research, management, and risk communication plan to address an emerging
chemical of concern like PFAS. The Action Plan identifies both short-term solutions for addressing
PFAS chemicals and long-term strategies that will help provide the tools and technologies states, tribes,
and local communities need to clean up sites and provide clean and safe drinking water to their
residents. Major actions described in the Action Plan are highlighted below.

Drinking Water: The EPA intends to establish a maximum contaminant level (MCL) for PFOA and
PFOS—two of the most well-known and prevalent PFAS chemicals. To do so, the EPA is committed to
following the MCL rulemaking process as established by the Safe Drinking Water Act (SDWA)—a
process that is designed to ensure public participation, transparency, and the use of the best available
science and other technical information. By the end of this year, the EPA will propose a regulatory
determination, which is the next step in the Safe Drinking Water Act process for establishing an MCL.
The EPA is also gathering and evaluating information to determine if a SDWA regulation is appropriate
for a broader class of PFAS.

Cleanup: The EPA has already begun the regulatory development process for listing PFOA and PFOS
as hazardous substances and will issue interim groundwater cleanup recommendations for sites
contaminated with PFOA and PFOS. This important work will provide additional tools to help states and
communities address existing contamination and enhance the ability to hold responsible parties
accountable.

Enforcement: The EPA will continue its ongoing enforcement actions, create tools to address PFAS
exposure in the environment, and assist states in enforcement activities. Where the EPA finds that there
may be an imminent and substantial endangerment to public health related to PFAS contamination, the
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agency will consider using its response authority under CERCLA section 104 or utilizing its
enforcement authorities such as the SDWA section 1431 or RCRA section 7003.

Monitoring: The EPA will propose to include PFAS in the next round of nationwide drinking water
monitoring under the Unregulated Contaminant Monitoring Program. This will improve the EPA’s
understanding of the frequency and concentration of PFAS occurrence in drinking water. This additional
monitoring will utilize newer methods that will detect more PFAS chemicals and at lower levels. The
EPA will also consider PFAS chemicals for listing in the Toxics Release Inventory to help the agency
identify where these chemicals are being released.

Research: Through additional research, the EPA will rapidly expand the scientific foundation for
understanding and managing risk from PFAS. The EPA will develop new analytical methods so that
more PFAS chemicals can be detected in drinking water, in soil, and in groundwater. These efforts will
improve our ability to monitor and assess potential risks. The EPA’s research efforts also include
developing new technologies and treatment options to remove PFAS from drinking water and at
contaminated sites.

Risk Communications: The EPA will work across the agency—and the federal government—to
develop a PFAS risk communication toolbox that includes materials that states, tribes, and local partners
can use to effectively communicate with the public.

The PFAS Action Plan will help the EPA and its partners identify and better understand PFAS
contaminants generally, clean up current PFAS contamination, prevent future contamination, and
effectively communicate risk with the public. To implement the Action Plan, the EPA will continue to
work in close coordination with multiple entities, including other federal agencies, states, tribes, local
governments, water utilities, the regulated community, and the public.

Again, thank you for your letter and for your focused interest on PFAS. The EPA looks forward to
working with you to address this challenge. If you have further questions, please contact me or your
staff may contact Matt Klasen in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
klasen.matthew(@epa.gov or (202) 566-0780.

Sincerely,

DRoa

David P. Ross
Assistant Administrator
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FEB 15 2019

OFFICE OF WATER

The Honorable Thom Tillis
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Tillis:

Thank you for your letters, regarding Per- and Polyfluroalkyl Substances (PFAS). The U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) shares your concern for communities across the United States
that continue to deal with these substances. The PFAS issue is a priority for the EPA and we are working
cooperatively with our federal and state partners to address PFAS-related issues in order to protect
human health and the environment.

On February 14, 2019, the EPA announced the first-ever PFAS Action Plan, available at:
https://epa.gov/pfas. This historic plan responds to extensive public interest and input the EPA has
received, including at the agency’s May 2018 National Leadership Summit and subsequent visits to a
number of states across the nation, at which the agency heard directly from the public about PFAS issues
in their communities. The Action Plan represents the first time the EPA has built a national, multi-
media, multi-program, research, management, and risk communication plan to address an emerging
chemical of concern like PFAS. The Action Plan identifies both short-term solutions for addressing
PFAS chemicals and long-term strategies that will help provide the tools and technologies states, tribes,
and local communities need to clean up sites and provide clean and safe drinking water to their
residents. Major actions described in the Action Plan are highli ghted below.

Drinking Water: The EPA intends to establish a maximum contaminant level (MCL) for PFOA and
PFOS—two of the most well-known and prevalent PFAS chemicals. To do so, the EPA is committed to
following the MCL rulemaking process as established by the Safe Drinking Water Act (SDWA)—a
process that is designed to ensure public participation, transparency, and the use of the best available
science and other technical information. By the end of this year, the EPA will propose a regulatory
determination, which is the next step in the Safe Drinking Water Act process for establishing an MCL.
The EPA is also gathering and evaluating information to determine if a SDWA regulation is appropriate
for a broader class of PFAS.

Cleanup: The EPA has already begun the regulatory development process for listing PFOA and PFOS
as hazardous substances and will issue interim groundwater cleanup recommendations for sites
contaminated with PFOA and PFOS. This important work will provide additional tools to help states and
communities address existing contamination and enhance the ability to hold responsible parties
accountable.

Enforcement: The EPA will continue its ongoing enforcement actions, create tools to address PFAS
exposure in the environment, and assist states in enforcement activities. Where the EPA finds that there
may be an imminent and substantial endangerment to public health related to PFAS contamination, the
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agency will consider using its response authority under CERCLA section 104 or utilizing its
enforcement authorities such as the SDWA section 1431 or RCRA section 7003.

Monitoring: The EPA will propose to include PFAS in the next round of nationwide drinking water
monitoring under the Unregulated Contaminant Monitoring Program. This will improve the EPA’s
understanding of the frequency and concentration of PFAS occurrence in drinking water. This additional
monitoring will utilize newer methods that will detect more PFAS chemicals and at lower levels. The
EPA will also consider PFAS chemicals for listing in the Toxics Release Inventory to help the agency
identify where these chemicals are being released.

Research: Through additional research, the EPA will rapidly expand the scientific foundation for
understanding and managing risk from PFAS. The EPA will develop new analytical methods so that
more PFAS chemicals can be detected in drinking water, in soil, and in groundwater. These efforts will
improve our ability to monitor and assess potential risks. The EPA’s research efforts also include
developing new technologies and treatment options to remove PFAS from drinking water and at
contaminated sites.

Risk Communications: The EPA will work across the agency—and the federal government—to
develop a PFAS risk communication toolbox that includes materials that states, tribes, and local partners
can use to effectively communicate with the public.

The PFAS Action Plan will help the EPA and its partners identify and better understand PFAS
contaminants generally, clean up current PFAS contamination, prevent future contamination, and
effectively communicate risk with the public. To implement the Action Plan, the EPA will continue to
work in close coordination with multiple entities, including other federal agencies, states, tribes, local
governments, water utilities, the regulated community, and the public.

Again, thank you for your letter and for your focused interest on PFAS. The EPA looks forward to
working with you to address this challenge. If you have further questions, please contact me or your
staff may contact Matt Klasen in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
klasen.matthew(@epa.gov or (202) 566-0780.

Sincerely,

Wean

David P. Ross
Assistant Administrator
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FEB 15 2019

The Honorable Jeanne Shaheen OFFICE OF WATER
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Shaheen:

Thank you for your letter of February 1, 2019, regarding Per- and Polyfluroalkyl Substances (PFAS).
The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) shares your concern for communities across the
United States that continue to deal with these substances. The PFAS issue is a priority for the EPA and
we are working cooperatively with our federal and state partners to address PFAS-related issues in order
to protect human health and the environment.

On February 14, 2019, the EPA announced the first-ever PFAS Action Plan, available at:
https://epa.gov/pfas. This historic plan responds to extensive public interest and input the EPA has
received, including at the agency’s May 2018 National Leadership Summit and subsequent visits to a
number of states across the nation, at which the agency heard directly from the public about PFAS issues
in their communities. The Action Plan represents the first time the EPA has built a national, multi-
media, multi-program, research, management, and risk communication plan to address an emerging
chemical of concern like PFAS. The Action Plan identifies both short-term solutions for addressing
PFAS chemicals and long-term strategies that will help provide the tools and technologies states, tribes,
and local communities need to clean up sites and provide clean and safe drinking water to their
residents. Major actions described in the Action Plan are highlighted below.

Drinking Water: The EPA intends to establish a maximum contaminant level (MCL) for PFOA and
PFOS—two of the most well-known and prevalent PFAS chemicals. To do so, the EPA is committed to
following the MCL rulemaking process as established by the Safe Drinking Water Act (SDWA)—a
process that is designed to ensure public participation, transparency, and the use of the best available
science and other technical information. By the end of this year, the EPA will propose a regulatory
determination, which is the next step in the Safe Drinking Water Act process for establishing an MCL.
The EPA is also gathering and evaluating information to determine if a SDWA regulation is appropriate
for a broader class of PFAS.

Cleanup: The EPA has already begun the regulatory development process for listing PFOA and PFOS
as hazardous substances and will issue interim groundwater cleanup recommendations for sites
contaminated with PFOA and PFOS. This important work will provide additional tools to help states and
communities address existing contamination and enhance the ability to hold responsible parties
accountable.

Enforcement: The EPA will continue its ongoing enforcement actions, create tools to address PFAS
exposure in the environment, and assist states in enforcement activities. Where the EPA finds that there
may be an imminent and substantial endangerment to public health related to PFAS contamination, the
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agency will consider using its response authority under CERCLA section 104 or utilizing its
enforcement authorities such as the SDWA section 1431 or RCRA section 7003.

Monitoring: The EPA will propose to include PFAS in the next round of nationwide drinking water
monitoring under the Unregulated Contaminant Monitoring Program. This will improve the EPA’s
understanding of the frequency and concentration of PFAS occurrence in drinking water. This additional
monitoring will utilize newer methods that will detect more PFAS chemicals and at lower levels. The
EPA will also consider PFAS chemicals for listing in the Toxics Release Inventory to help the agency
identify where these chemicals are being released.

Research: Through additional research, the EPA will rapidly expand the scientific foundation for
understanding and managing risk from PFAS. The EPA will develop new analytical methods so that
more PFAS chemicals can be detected in drinking water, in soil, and in groundwater. These efforts will
improve our ability to monitor and assess potential risks. The EPA’s research efforts also include
developing new technologies and treatment options to remove PFAS from drinking water and at
contaminated sites.

Risk Communications: The EPA will work across the agency—and the federal government—to
develop a PFAS risk communication toolbox that includes materials that states, tribes, and local partners
can use to effectively communicate with the public.

The PFAS Action Plan will help the EPA and its partners identify and better understand PFAS
contaminants generally, clean up current PFAS contamination, prevent future contamination, and
effectively communicate risk with the public. To implement the Action Plan, the EPA will continue to
work in close coordination with multiple entities, including other federal agencies, states, tribes, local
governments, water utilities, the regulated community, and the public.

Again, thank you for your letter and for your focused interest on PFAS. The EPA looks forward to
working with you to address this challenge. If you have further questions, please contact me or your
staff may contact Matt Klasen in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
klasen.matthew@epa.gov or (202) 566-0780.

Sincerely,

WEaa

David P. Ross
Assistant Administrator
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FEB 15 2019
The Honorable Robert P. Casey , Jr. OFFICE OF WATER

United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Casey:

Thank you for your letter of February 1, 2019, regarding Per- and Polyfluroalkyl Substances (PFAS).
The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) shares your concern for communities across the
United States that continue to deal with these substances. The PFAS issue is a priority for the EPA and
we are working cooperatively with our federal and state partners to address PFAS-related issues in order
to protect human health and the environment.

On February 14, 2019, the EPA announced the first-ever PFAS Action Plan, available at:
https://epa.gov/pfas. This historic plan responds to extensive public interest and input the EPA has
received, including at the agency’s May 2018 National Leadership Summit and subsequent visits to a
number of states across the nation, at which the agency heard directly from the public about PFAS issues
in their communities. The Action Plan represents the first time the EPA has built a national, multi-
media, multi-program, research, management, and risk communication plan to address an emerging
chemical of concern like PFAS. The Action Plan identifies both short-term solutions for addressing
PFAS chemicals and long-term strategies that will help provide the tools and technologies states, tribes,
and local communities need to clean up sites and provide clean and safe drinking water to their
residents. Major actions described in the Action Plan are highlighted below.

Drinking Water: The EPA intends to establish a maximum contaminant level (MCL) for PFOA and
PFOS—two of the most well-known and prevalent PFAS chemicals. To do so, the EPA is committed to
following the MCL rulemaking process as established by the Safe Drinking Water Act (SDWA)—a
process that is designed to ensure public participation, transparency, and the use of the best available
science and other technical information. By the end of this year, the EPA will propose a regulatory
determination, which is the next step in the Safe Drinking Water Act process for establishing an MCL.
The EPA is also gathering and evaluating information to determine if a SDWA regulation is appropriate
for a broader class of PFAS.

Cleanup: The EPA has already begun the regulatory development process for listing PFOA and PFOS
as hazardous substances and will issue interim groundwater cleanup recommendations for sites
contaminated with PFOA and PFOS. This important work will provide additional tools to help states and
communities address existing contamination and enhance the ability to hold responsible parties
accountable.

Enforcement: The EPA will continue its ongoing enforcement actions, create tools to address PFAS
exposure in the environment, and assist states in enforcement activities. Where the EPA finds that there
may be an imminent and substantial endangerment to public health related to PFAS contamination, the
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agency will consider using its response authority under CERCLA section 104 or utilizing its
enforcement authorities such as the SDWA section 1431 or RCRA section 7003.

Monitoring: The EPA will propose to include PFAS in the next round of nationwide drinking water
monitoring under the Unregulated Contaminant Monitoring Program. This will improve the EPA’s
understanding of the frequency and concentration of PFAS occurrence in drinking water. This additional
monitoring will utilize newer methods that will detect more PFAS chemicals and at lower levels. The
EPA will also consider PFAS chemicals for listing in the Toxics Release Inventory to help the agency
identify where these chemicals are being released.

Research: Through additional research, the EPA will rapidly expand the scientific foundation for
understanding and managing risk from PFAS. The EPA will develop new analytical methods so that
more PFAS chemicals can be detected in drinking water, in soil, and in groundwater. These efforts will
improve our ability to monitor and assess potential risks. The EPA’s research efforts also include
developing new technologies and treatment options to remove PFAS from drinking water and at
contaminated sites.

Risk Communications: The EPA will work across the agency—and the federal government—to
develop a PFAS risk communication toolbox that includes materials that states, tribes, and local partners
can use to effectively communicate with the public.

The PFAS Action Plan will help the EPA and its partners identify and better understand PFAS
contaminants generally, clean up current PFAS contamination, prevent future contamination, and
effectively communicate risk with the public. To implement the Action Plan, the EPA will continue to
work in close coordination with multiple entities, including other federal agencies, states, tribes, local
governments, water utilities, the regulated community, and the public.

Again, thank you for your letter and for your focused interest on PFAS. The EPA looks forward to
working with you to address this challenge. If you have further questions, please contact me or your
staff may contact Matt Klasen in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
klasen.matthew@epa.gov or (202) 566-0780.

Sincerely,
Dasa

David P. Ross
Assistant Administrator
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FEB 15 2019

The Honorable Patrick Leahy OFFICE OF WATER
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Leahy:

Thank you for your letter of February 1, 2019, regarding Per- and Polyfluroalkyl Substances (PFAS).
The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) shares your concern for communities across the
United States that continue to deal with these substances. The PFAS issue is a priority for the EPA and
we are working cooperatively with our federal and state partners to address PFAS-related issues in order
to protect human health and the environment.

On February 14, 2019, the EPA announced the first-ever PFAS Action Plan, available at:
https://epa.gov/pfas. This historic plan responds to extensive public interest and input the EPA has
received, including at the agency’s May 2018 National Leadership Summit and subsequent visits to a
number of states across the nation, at which the agency heard directly from the public about PFAS issues
in their communities. The Action Plan represents the first time the EPA has built a national, multi-
media, multi-program, research, management, and risk communication plan to address an emerging
chemical of concern like PFAS. The Action Plan identifies both short-term solutions for addressing
PFAS chemicals and long-term strategies that will help provide the tools and technologies states, tribes,
and local communities need to clean up sites and provide clean and safe drinking water to their
residents. Major actions described in the Action Plan are highlighted below.

Drinking Water: The EPA intends to establish a maximum contaminant level (MCL) for PFOA and
PFOS—two of the most well-known and prevalent PFAS chemicals. To do so, the EPA is committed to
following the MCL rulemaking process as established by the Safe Drinking Water Act (SDWA)—a
process that is designed to ensure public participation, transparency, and the use of the best available
science and other technical information. By the end of this year, the EPA will propose a regulatory
determination, which is the next step in the Safe Drinking Water Act process for establishing an MCL.
The EPA is also gathering and evaluating information to determine if a SDWA regulation is appropriate
for a broader class of PFAS.

Cleanup: The EPA has already begun the regulatory development process for listing PFOA and PFOS
as hazardous substances and will issue interim groundwater cleanup recommendations for sites
contaminated with PFOA and PFOS. This important work will provide additional tools to help states and
communities address existing contamination and enhance the ability to hold responsible parties
accountable.

Enforcement: The EPA will continue its ongoing enforcement actions, create tools to address PFAS
exposure in the environment, and assist states in enforcement activities. Where the EPA finds that there
may be an imminent and substantial endangerment to public health related to PFAS contamination, the
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agency will consider using its response authority under CERCLA section 104 or utilizing its
enforcement authorities such as the SDWA section 1431 or RCRA section 7003.

Monitoring: The EPA will propose to include PFAS in the next round of nationwide drinking water
monitoring under the Unregulated Contaminant Monitoring Program. This will improve the EPA’s
understanding of the frequency and concentration of PFAS occurrence in drinking water. This additional
monitoring will utilize newer methods that will detect more PFAS chemicals and at lower levels. The
EPA will also consider PFAS chemicals for listing in the Toxics Release Inventory to help the agency
identify where these chemicals are being released.

Research: Through additional research, the EPA will rapidly expand the scientific foundation for
understanding and managing risk from PFAS. The EPA will develop new analytical methods so that
more PFAS chemicals can be detected in drinking water, in soil, and in groundwater. These efforts will
improve our ability to monitor and assess potential risks. The EPA’s research efforts also include
developing new technologies and treatment options to remove PFAS from drinking water and at
contaminated sites.

Risk Communications: The EPA will work across the agency—and the federal government—to
develop a PFAS risk communication toolbox that includes materials that states, tribes, and local partners
can use to effectively communicate with the public.

The PFAS Action Plan will help the EPA and its partners identify and better understand PFAS
contaminants generally, clean up current PFAS contamination, prevent future contamination, and
effectively communicate risk with the public. To implement the Action Plan, the EPA will continue to
work in close coordination with multiple entities, including other federal agencies, states, tribes, local
governments, water utilities, the regulated community, and the public.

Again, thank you for your letter and for your focused interest on PFAS. The EPA looks forward to
working with you to address this challenge. If you have further questions, please contact me or your
staff may contact Matt Klasen in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
klasen.matthew@epa.gov or (202) 566-0780.

Sincerely,

ORan

David P. Ross
Assistant Administrator
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FEB 15 2019
The Honorable Tom Udall OFFICE OF WATER

United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Udall:

Thank you for your letter of February 1, 2019, regarding Per- and Polyfluroalkyl Substances (PFAS).
The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) shares your concern for communities across the
United States that continue to deal with these substances. The PFAS issue is a priority for the EPA and
we are working cooperatively with our federal and state partners to address PFAS-related issues in order
to protect human health and the environment.

On February 14, 2019, the EPA announced the first-ever PFAS Action Plan, available at:
https://epa.gov/pfas. This historic plan responds to extensive public interest and input the EPA has
received, including at the agency’s May 2018 National Leadership Summit and subsequent visits to a
number of states across the nation, at which the agency heard directly from the public about PFAS issues
in their communities. The Action Plan represents the first time the EPA has built a national, multi-
media, multi-program, research, management, and risk communication plan to address an emerging
chemical of concern like PFAS. The Action Plan identifies both short-term solutions for addressing
PFAS chemicals and long-term strategies that will help provide the tools and technologies states, tribes,
and local communities need to clean up sites and provide clean and safe drinking water to their
residents. Major actions described in the Action Plan are highlighted below.

Drinking Water: The EPA intends to establish a maximum contaminant level (MCL) for PFOA and
PFOS—two of the most well-known and prevalent PFAS chemicals. To do so, the EPA is committed to
following the MCL rulemaking process as established by the Safe Drinking Water Act ( SDWA)—a
process that is designed to ensure public participation, transparency, and the use of the best available
science and other technical information. By the end of this year, the EPA will propose a regulatory
determination, which is the next step in the Safe Drinking Water Act process for establishing an MCL.
The EPA is also gathering and evaluating information to determine if a SDWA regulation is appropriate
for a broader class of PFAS.

Cleanup: The EPA has already begun the regulatory development process for listing PFOA and PFOS
as hazardous substances and will issue interim groundwater cleanup recommendations for sites
contaminated with PFOA and PFOS. This important work will provide additional tools to help states and
communities address existing contamination and enhance the ability to hold responsible parties
accountable.

Enforcement: The EPA will continue its ongoing enforcement actions, create tools to address PFAS
exposure in the environment, and assist states in enforcement activities. Where the EPA finds that there
may be an imminent and substantial endangerment to public health related to PFAS contamination, the
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agency will consider using its response authority under CERCLA section 104 or utilizing its
enforcement authorities such as the SDWA section 1431 or RCRA section 7003.

Monitoring: The EPA will propose to include PFAS in the next round of nationwide drinking water
monitoring under the Unregulated Contaminant Monitoring Program. This will improve the EPA’s
understanding of the frequency and concentration of PFAS occurrence in drinking water. This additional
monitoring will utilize newer methods that will detect more PFAS chemicals and at lower levels. The
EPA will also consider PFAS chemicals for listing in the Toxics Release Inventory to help the agency
identify where these chemicals are being released.

Research: Through additional research, the EPA will rapidly expand the scientific foundation for
understanding and managing risk from PFAS. The EPA will develop new analytical methods so that
more PFAS chemicals can be detected in drinking water, in soil, and in groundwater. These efforts will
improve our ability to monitor and assess potential risks. The EPA’s research efforts also include
developing new technologies and treatment options to remove PFAS from drinking water and at
contaminated sites.

Risk Communications: The EPA will work across the agency—and the federal government—to
develop a PFAS risk communication toolbox that includes materials that states, tribes, and local partners
can use to effectively communicate with the public.

The PFAS Action Plan will help the EPA and its partners identify and better understand PFAS
contaminants generally, clean up current PFAS contamination, prevent future contamination, and
effectively communicate risk with the public. To implement the Action Plan, the EPA will continue to
work in close coordination with multiple entities, including other federal agencies, states, tribes, local
governments, water utilities, the regulated community, and the public.

Again, thank you for your letter and for your focused interest on PFAS. The EPA looks forward to
working with you to address this challenge. If you have further questions, please contact me or your
staff may contact Matt Klasen in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
klasen.matthew@epa.gov or (202) 566-0780.

Sincerely,

DRay

David P. Ross
Assistant Administrator
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FEB 15 2019
The Honorable Thomas R. Carper OFFICE OF WATER

United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Carper:

Thank you for your letter of February 1, 2019, regarding Per- and Polyfluroalkyl Substances (PFAS).
The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) shares your concern for communities across the
United States that continue to deal with these substances. The PFAS issue is a priority for the EPA and
we are working cooperatively with our federal and state partners to address PFAS-related issues in order
to protect human health and the environment.

On February 14, 2019, the EPA announced the first-ever PFAS Action Plan, available at:
https://epa.gov/pfas. This historic plan responds to extensive public interest and input the EPA has
received, including at the agency’s May 2018 National Leadership Summit and subsequent visits to a
number of states across the nation, at which the agency heard directly from the public about PFAS issues
in their communities. The Action Plan represents the first time the EPA has built a national, multi-
media, multi-program, research, management, and risk communication plan to address an emerging
chemical of concern like PFAS. The Action Plan identifies both short-term solutions for addressing
PFAS chemicals and long-term strategies that will help provide the tools and technologies states, tribes,
and local communities need to clean up sites and provide clean and safe drinking water to their
residents. Major actions described in the Action Plan are highlighted below.

Drinking Water: The EPA intends to establish a maximum contaminant level (MCL) for PFOA and
PFOS—two of the most well-known and prevalent PFAS chemicals. To do so, the EPA is committed to
following the MCL rulemaking process as established by the Safe Drinking Water Act (SDWA)—a
process that is designed to ensure public participation, transparency, and the use of the best available
science and other technical information. By the end of this year, the EPA will propose a regulatory
determination, which is the next step in the Safe Drinking Water Act process for establishing an MCL.
The EPA is also gathering and evaluating information to determine if a SDWA regulation is appropriate
for a broader class of PFAS.

Cleanup: The EPA has already begun the regulatory development process for listing PFOA and PFOS
as hazardous substances and will issue interim groundwater cleanup recommendations for sites
contaminated with PFOA and PFOS. This important work will provide additional tools to help states and
communities address existing contamination and enhance the ability to hold responsible parties
accountable.

Enforcement: The EPA will continue its ongoing enforcement actions, create tools to address PFAS
exposure in the environment, and assist states in enforcement activities. Where the EPA finds that there
may be an imminent and substantial endangerment to public health related to PFAS contamination, the
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agency will consider using its response authority under CERCLA section 104 or utilizing its
enforcement authorities such as the SDWA section 1431 or RCRA section 7003.

Monitoring: The EPA will propose to include PFAS in the next round of nationwide drinking water
monitoring under the Unregulated Contaminant Monitoring Program. This will improve the EPA’s
understanding of the frequency and concentration of PFAS occurrence in drinking water. This additional
monitoring will utilize newer methods that will detect more PFAS chemicals and at lower levels. The
EPA will also consider PFAS chemicals for listing in the Toxics Release Inventory to help the agency
identify where these chemicals are being released.

Research: Through additional research, the EPA will rapidly expand the scientific foundation for
understanding and managing risk from PFAS. The EPA will develop new analytical methods so that
more PFAS chemicals can be detected in drinking water, in soil, and in groundwater. These efforts will
improve our ability to monitor and assess potential risks. The EPA’s research efforts also include
developing new technologies and treatment options to remove PFAS from drinking water and at
contaminated sites.

Risk Communications: The EPA will work across the agency—and the federal government—to
develop a PFAS risk communication toolbox that includes materials that states, tribes, and local partners
can use to effectively communicate with the public.

The PFAS Action Plan will help the EPA and its partners identify and better understand PFAS
contaminants generally, clean up current PFAS contamination, prevent future contamination, and
effectively communicate risk with the public. To implement the Action Plan, the EPA will continue to
work in close coordination with multiple entities, including other federal agencies, states, tribes, local
governments, water utilities, the regulated community, and the public.

Again, thank you for your letter and for your focused interest on PFAS. The EPA looks forward to
working with you to address this challenge. If you have further questions, please contact me or your
staff may contact Matt Klasen in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
klasen.matthew@epa.gov or (202) 566-0780.

Sincerely,
David P. Ross
Assistant Administrator
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FEB 15 2019

The Honorable Kirsten Gillibrand OFFICE OF WATER
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Gillibrand:

Thank you for your letter of February 1, 2019, regarding Per- and Polyfluroalkyl Substances (PFAS).
The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) shares your concern for communities across the
United States that continue to deal with these substances. The PFAS issue is a priority for the EPA and
we are working cooperatively with our federal and state partners to address PFAS-related issues in order
to protect human health and the environment.

On February 14, 2019, the EPA announced the first-ever PFAS Action Plan, available at:
https://epa.gov/pfas. This historic plan responds to extensive public interest and input the EPA has
received, including at the agency’s May 2018 National Leadership Summit and subsequent visits to a
number of states across the nation, at which the agency heard directly from the public about PFAS issues
in their communities. The Action Plan represents the first time the EPA has built a national, multi-
media, multi-program, research, management, and risk communication plan to address an emerging
chemical of concern like PFAS. The Action Plan identifies both short-term solutions for addressing
PFAS chemicals and long-term strategies that will help provide the tools and technologies states, tribes,
and local communities need to clean up sites and provide clean and safe drinking water to their
residents. Major actions described in the Action Plan are highlighted below.

Drinking Water: The EPA intends to establish a maximum contaminant level (MCL) for PFOA and
PFOS—two of the most well-known and prevalent PFAS chemicals. To do so, the EPA is committed to
following the MCL rulemaking process as established by the Safe Drinking Water Act (SDWA)—a
process that is designed to ensure public participation, transparency, and the use of the best available
science and other technical information. By the end of this year, the EPA will propose a regulatory
determination, which is the next step in the Safe Drinking Water Act process for establishing an MCL.
The EPA is also gathering and evaluating information to determine if a SDWA regulation is appropriate
for a broader class of PFAS.

Cleanup: The EPA has already begun the regulatory development process for listing PFOA and PFOS
as hazardous substances and will issue interim groundwater cleanup recommendations for sites
contaminated with PFOA and PFOS. This important work will provide additional tools to help states and
communities address existing contamination and enhance the ability to hold responsible parties
accountable.

Enforcement: The EPA will continue its ongoing enforcement actions, create tools to address PFAS
exposure in the environment, and assist states in enforcement activities. Where the EPA finds that there
may be an imminent and substantial endangerment to public health related to PFAS contamination, the
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agency will consider using its response authority under CERCLA section 104 or utilizing its
enforcement authorities such as the SDWA section 1431 or RCRA section 7003.

Monitoring: The EPA will propose to include PFAS in the next round of nationwide drinking water
monitoring under the Unregulated Contaminant Monitoring Program. This will improve the EPA’s
understanding of the frequency and concentration of PFAS occurrence in drinking water. This additional
monitoring will utilize newer methods that will detect more PFAS chemicals and at lower levels. The
EPA will also consider PFAS chemicals for listing in the Toxics Release Inventory to help the agency
identify where these chemicals are being released.

Research: Through additional research, the EPA will rapidly expand the scientific foundation for
understanding and managing risk from PFAS. The EPA will develop new analytical methods so that
more PFAS chemicals can be detected in drinking water, in soil, and in groundwater. These efforts will
improve our ability to monitor and assess potential risks. The EPA’s research efforts also include
developing new technologies and treatment options to remove PFAS from drinking water and at
contaminated sites.

Risk Communications: The EPA will work across the agency—and the federal government—to
develop a PFAS risk communication toolbox that includes materials that states, tribes, and local partners
can use to effectively communicate with the public.

The PFAS Action Plan will help the EPA and its partners identify and better understand PFAS
contaminants generally, clean up current PFAS contamination, prevent future contamination, and
effectively communicate risk with the public. To implement the Action Plan, the EPA will continue to
work in close coordination with multiple entities, including other federal agencies, states, tribes, local
governments, water utilities, the regulated community, and the public.

Again, thank you for your letter and for your focused interest on PFAS. The EPA looks forward to
working with you to address this challenge. If you have further questions, please contact me or your
staff may contact Matt Klasen in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
klasen.matthew@epa.gov or (202) 566-0780.

Sincerely,

DMResn

David P. Ross
Assistant Administrator
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FEB 15 2019
The Honorable Jack Reed OFFICE OF WATER

United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Reed:

Thank you for your letter of February 1, 2019, regarding Per- and Polyfluroalkyl Substances (PFAS).
The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) shares your concern for communities across the
United States that continue to deal with these substances. The PFAS issue is a priority for the EPA and
we are working cooperatively with our federal and state partners to address PFAS-related issues in order
to protect human health and the environment.

On February 14, 2019, the EPA announced the first-ever PFAS Action Plan, available at:
https://epa.gov/pfas. This historic plan responds to extensive public interest and input the EPA has
received, including at the agency’s May 2018 National Leadership Summit and subsequent visits to a
number of states across the nation, at which the agency heard directly from the public about PFAS issues
in their communities. The Action Plan represents the first time the EPA has built a national, multi-
media, multi-program, research, management, and risk communication plan to address an emerging
chemical of concern like PFAS. The Action Plan identifies both short-term solutions for addressing
PFAS chemicals and long-term strategies that will help provide the tools and technologies states, tribes,
and local communities need to clean up sites and provide clean and safe drinking water to their
residents. Major actions described in the Action Plan are highlighted below.

Drinking Water: The EPA intends to establish a maximum contaminant level (MCL) for PFOA and
PFOS—two of the most well-known and prevalent PFAS chemicals. To do so, the EPA is committed to
following the MCL rulemaking process as established by the Safe Drinking Water Act (SDWA)—a
process that is designed to ensure public participation, transparency, and the use of the best available
science and other technical information. By the end of this year, the EPA will propose a regulatory
determination, which is the next step in the Safe Drinking Water Act process for establishing an MCL.
The EPA is also gathering and evaluating information to determine if a SDWA regulation is appropriate
for a broader class of PFAS.

Cleanup: The EPA has already begun the regulatory development process for listing PFOA and PFOS
as hazardous substances and will issue interim groundwater cleanup recommendations for sites
contaminated with PFOA and PFOS. This important work will provide additional tools to help states and
communities address existing contamination and enhance the ability to hold responsible parties
accountable.

Enforcement: The EPA will continue its ongoing enforcement actions, create tools to address PFAS
exposure in the environment, and assist states in enforcement activities. Where the EPA finds that there
may be an imminent and substantial endangerment to public health related to PFAS contamination, the
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agency will consider using its response authority under CERCLA section 104 or utilizing its
enforcement authorities such as the SDWA section 1431 or RCRA section 7003.

Monitoring: The EPA will propose to include PFAS in the next round of nationwide drinking water
monitoring under the Unregulated Contaminant Monitoring Program. This will improve the EPA’s
understanding of the frequency and concentration of PFAS occurrence in drinking water. This additional
monitoring will utilize newer methods that will detect more PFAS chemicals and at lower levels. The
EPA will also consider PFAS chemicals for listing in the Toxics Release Inventory to help the agency
identify where these chemicals are being released.

Research: Through additional research, the EPA will rapidly expand the scientific foundation for
understanding and managing risk from PFAS. The EPA will develop new analytical methods so that
more PFAS chemicals can be detected in drinking water, in soil, and in groundwater. These efforts will
improve our ability to monitor and assess potential risks. The EPA’s research efforts also include
developing new technologies and treatment options to remove PFAS from drinking water and at
contaminated sites.

Risk Communications: The EPA will work across the agency—and the federal government—to
develop a PFAS risk communication toolbox that includes materials that states, tribes, and local partners
can use to effectively communicate with the public.

The PFAS Action Plan will help the EPA and its partners identify and better understand PFAS
contaminants generally, clean up current PFAS contamination, prevent future contamination, and
effectively communicate risk with the public. To implement the Action Plan, the EPA will continue to
work in close coordination with multiple entities, including other federal agencies, states, tribes, local
governments, water utilities, the regulated community, and the public.

Again, thank you for your letter and for your focused interest on PFAS. The EPA looks forward to
working with you to address this challenge. If you have further questions, please contact me or your
staff may contact Matt Klasen in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
klasen.matthew@epa.gov or (202) 566-0780.

Sincerely,

DRan

David P. Ross
Assistant Administrator
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FEB 15 2019

The Honorable Joe Manchin , 111 OFFICE OF WATER
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Manchin:

Thank you for your letter of February 1, 2019, regarding Per- and Polyfluroalkyl Substances (PFAS).
The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) shares your concern for communities across the
United States that continue to deal with these substances. The PFAS issue is a priority for the EPA and
we are working cooperatively with our federal and state partners to address PFAS-related issues in order
to protect human health and the environment.

On February 14, 2019, the EPA announced the first-ever PFAS Action Plan, available at:
https://epa.gov/pfas. This historic plan responds to extensive public interest and input the EPA has
received, including at the agency’s May 2018 National Leadership Summit and subsequent visits to a
number of states across the nation, at which the agency heard directly from the public about PFAS issues
in their communities. The Action Plan represents the first time the EPA has built a national, multi-
media, multi-program, research, management, and risk communication plan to address an emerging
chemical of concern like PFAS. The Action Plan identifies both short-term solutions for addressing
PFAS chemicals and long-term strategies that will help provide the tools and technologies states, tribes,
and local communities need to clean up sites and provide clean and safe drinking water to their
residents. Major actions described in the Action Plan are highlighted below.

Drinking Water: The EPA intends to establish a maximum contaminant level (MCL) for PFOA and
PFOS—two of the most well-known and prevalent PFAS chemicals. To do so, the EPA is committed to
following the MCL rulemaking process as established by the Safe Drinking Water Act (SDWA)—a
process that is designed to ensure public participation, transparency, and the use of the best available
science and other technical information. By the end of this year, the EPA will propose a regulatory
determination, which is the next step in the Safe Drinking Water Act process for establishing an MCL.
The EPA is also gathering and evaluating information to determine if a SDWA regulation is appropriate
for a broader class of PFAS.

Cleanup: The EPA has already begun the regulatory development process for listing PFOA and PFOS
as hazardous substances and will issue interim groundwater cleanup recommendations for sites
contaminated with PFOA and PFOS. This important work will provide additional tools to help states and
communities address existing contamination and enhance the ability to hold responsible parties
accountable.

Enforcement: The EPA will continue its ongoing enforcement actions, create tools to address PFAS
exposure in the environment, and assist states in enforcement activities. Where the EPA finds that there
may be an imminent and substantial endangerment to public health related to PFAS contamination, the
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agency will consider using its response authority under CERCLA section 104 or utilizing its
enforcement authorities such as the SDWA section 1431 or RCRA section 7003.

Monitoring: The EPA will propose to include PFAS in the next round of nationwide drinking water
monitoring under the Unregulated Contaminant Monitoring Program. This will improve the EPA’s
understanding of the frequency and concentration of PFAS occurrence in drinking water. This additional
monitoring will utilize newer methods that will detect more PFAS chemicals and at lower levels. The
EPA will also consider PFAS chemicals for listing in the Toxics Release Inventory to help the agency
identify where these chemicals are being released.

Research: Through additional research, the EPA will rapidly expand the scientific foundation for
understanding and managing risk from PFAS. The EPA will develop new analytical methods so that
more PFAS chemicals can be detected in drinking water, in soil, and in groundwater. These efforts will
improve our ability to monitor and assess potential risks. The EPA’s research efforts also include
developing new technologies and treatment options to remove PFAS from drinking water and at
contaminated sites.

Risk Communications: The EPA will work across the agency—and the federal government—to
develop a PFAS risk communication toolbox that includes materials that states, tribes, and local partners
can use to effectively communicate with the public.

The PFAS Action Plan will help the EPA and its partners identify and better understand PFAS
contaminants generally, clean up current PFAS contamination, prevent future contamination, and
effectively communicate risk with the public. To implement the Action Plan, the EPA will continue to
work in close coordination with multiple entities, including other federal agencies, states, tribes, local
governments, water utilities, the regulated community, and the public.

Again, thank you for your letter and for your focused interest on PFAS. The EPA looks forward to
working with you to address this challenge. If you have further questions, please contact me or your
staff may contact Matt Klasen in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
klasen.matthew@epa.gov or (202) 566-0780.

Sincerely,

SN

David P. Ross
Assistant Administrator
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The Honorable Bernard Sanders OFFICE OF WATER

United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Sanders:

Thank you for your letter of February 1, 2019, regarding Per- and Polyfluroalkyl Substances (PFAS).
The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) shares your concern for communities across the
United States that continue to deal with these substances. The PFAS issue is a priority for the EPA and
we are working cooperatively with our federal and state partners to address PFAS-related issues in order
to protect human health and the environment.

On February 14, 2019, the EPA announced the first-ever PFAS Action Plan, available at:
https://epa.gov/pfas. This historic plan responds to extensive public interest and input the EPA has
received, including at the agency’s May 2018 National Leadership Summit and subsequent visits to a
number of states across the nation, at which the agency heard directly from the public about PFAS issues
in their communities. The Action Plan represents the first time the EPA has built a national, multi-
media, multi-program, research, management, and risk communication plan to address an emerging
chemical of concern like PFAS. The Action Plan identifies both short-term solutions for addressing
PFAS chemicals and long-term strategies that will help provide the tools and technologies states, tribes,
and local communities need to clean up sites and provide clean and safe drinking water to their
residents. Major actions described in the Action Plan are highlighted below.

Drinking Water: The EPA intends to establish a maximum contaminant level (MCL) for PFOA and
PFOS—two of the most well-known and prevalent PFAS chemicals. To do so, the EPA is committed to
following the MCL rulemaking process as established by the Safe Drinking Water Act (SDWA)—a
process that is designed to ensure public participation, transparency, and the use of the best available
science and other technical information. By the end of this year, the EPA will propose a regulatory
determination, which is the next step in the Safe Drinking Water Act process for establishing an MCL.
The EPA is also gathering and evaluating information to determine if a SDWA regulation is appropriate
for a broader class of PFAS.

Cleanup: The EPA has already begun the regulatory development process for listing PFOA and PFOS
as hazardous substances and will issue interim groundwater cleanup recommendations for sites
contaminated with PFOA and PFOS. This important work will provide additional tools to help states and
communities address existing contamination and enhance the ability to hold responsible parties
accountable.

Enforcement: The EPA will continue its ongoing enforcement actions, create tools to address PFAS
exposure in the environment, and assist states in enforcement activities. Where the EPA finds that there
may be an imminent and substantial endangerment to public health related to PFAS contamination, the
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agency will consider using its response authority under CERCLA section 104 or utilizing its
enforcement authorities such as the SDWA section 1431 or RCRA section 7003.

Monitoring: The EPA will propose to include PFAS in the next round of nationwide drinking water
monitoring under the Unregulated Contaminant Monitoring Program. This will improve the EPA’s
understanding of the frequency and concentration of PFAS occurrence in drinking water. This additional
monitoring will utilize newer methods that will detect more PFAS chemicals and at lower levels. The
EPA will also consider PFAS chemicals for listing in the Toxics Release Inventory to help the agency
identify where these chemicals are being released.

Research: Through additional research, the EPA will rapidly expand the scientific foundation for
understanding and managing risk from PFAS. The EPA will develop new analytical methods so that
more PFAS chemicals can be detected in drinking water, in soil, and in groundwater. These efforts will
improve our ability to monitor and assess potential risks. The EPA’s research efforts also include
developing new technologies and treatment options to remove PFAS from drinking water and at
contaminated sites.

Risk Communications: The EPA will work across the agency—and the federal government—to
develop a PFAS risk communication toolbox that includes materials that states, tribes, and local partners
can use to effectively communicate with the public.

The PFAS Action Plan will help the EPA and its partners identify and better understand PFAS
contaminants generally, clean up current PFAS contamination, prevent future contamination, and
effectively communicate risk with the public. To implement the Action Plan, the EPA will continue to
work in close coordination with multiple entities, including other federal agencies, states, tribes, local
governments, water utilities, the regulated community, and the public.

Again, thank you for your letter and for your focused interest on PFAS. The EPA looks forward to
working with you to address this challenge. If you have further questions, please contact me or your
staff may contact Matt Klasen in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
klasen.matthew@epa.gov or (202) 566-0780.

Sincerely,

BPMJL

David P. Ross
Assistant Administrator



D ST,
WED ST,

s B UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
] M 8 WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460
e
At prote?
FEB 15 2019
The Honorable Sherrod Brown OFFICE OF WATER

United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Brown:

Thank you for your letter of February 1, 2019, regarding Per- and Polyfluroalkyl Substances (PFAS).
The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) shares your concern for communities across the
United States that continue to deal with these substances. The PFAS issue is a priority for the EPA and
we are working cooperatively with our federal and state partners to address PFAS-related issues in order
to protect human health and the environment.

On February 14, 2019, the EPA announced the first-ever PFAS Action Plan, available at;
https://epa.gov/pfas. This historic plan responds to extensive public interest and input the EPA has
received, including at the agency’s May 2018 National Leadership Summit and subsequent visits to a
number of states across the nation, at which the agency heard directly from the public about PFAS issues
in their communities. The Action Plan represents the first time the EPA has built a national, multi-
media, multi-program, research, management, and risk communication plan to address an emerging
chemical of concern like PFAS. The Action Plan identifies both short-term solutions for addressing
PFAS chemicals and long-term strategies that will help provide the tools and technologies states, tribes,
and local communities need to clean up sites and provide clean and safe drinking water to their
residents. Major actions described in the Action Plan are highlighted below.

Drinking Water: The EPA intends to establish a maximum contaminant level (MCL) for PFOA and
PFOS—two of the most well-known and prevalent PFAS chemicals. To do so, the EPA is committed to
following the MCL rulemaking process as established by the Safe Drinking Water Act (SDWA)—a
process that is designed to ensure public participation, transparency, and the use of the best available
science and other technical information. By the end of this year, the EPA will propose a regulatory
determination, which is the next step in the Safe Drinking Water Act process for establishing an MCL.
The EPA is also gathering and evaluating information to determine if a SDWA regulation is appropriate
for a broader class of PFAS.

Cleanup: The EPA has already begun the regulatory development process for listing PFOA and PFOS
as hazardous substances and will issue interim groundwater cleanup recommendations for sites
contaminated with PFOA and PFOS. This important work will provide additional tools to help states and
communities address existing contamination and enhance the ability to hold responsible parties
accountable.

Enforcement: The EPA will continue its ongoing enforcement actions, create tools to address PFAS
exposure in the environment, and assist states in enforcement activities. Where the EPA finds that there
may be an imminent and substantial endangerment to public health related to PFAS contamination, the
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agency will consider using its response authority under CERCLA section 104 or utilizing its
enforcement authorities such as the SDWA section 1431 or RCRA section 7003.

Monitoring: The EPA will propose to include PFAS in the next round of nationwide drinking water
monitoring under the Unregulated Contaminant Monitoring Program. This will improve the EPA’s
understanding of the frequency and concentration of PFAS occurrence in drinking water. This additional
monitoring will utilize newer methods that will detect more PFAS chemicals and at lower levels. The
EPA will also consider PFAS chemicals for listing in the Toxics Release Inventory to help the agency
identify where these chemicals are being released.

Research: Through additional research, the EPA will rapidly expand the scientific foundation for
understanding and managing risk from PFAS. The EPA will develop new analytical methods so that
more PFAS chemicals can be detected in drinking water, in soil, and in groundwater. These efforts will
improve our ability to monitor and assess potential risks. The EPA’s research efforts also include
developing new technologies and treatment options to remove PFAS from drinking water and at
contaminated sites.

Risk Communications: The EPA will work across the agency—and the federal government—to
develop a PFAS risk communication toolbox that includes materials that states, tribes, and local partners
can use to effectively communicate with the public.

The PFAS Action Plan will help the EPA and its partners identify and better understand PFAS
contaminants generally, clean up current PFAS contamination, prevent future contamination, and
effectively communicate risk with the public. To implement the Action Plan, the EPA will continue to
work in close coordination with multiple entities, including other federal agencies, states, tribes, local
governments, water utilities, the regulated community, and the public.

Again, thank you for your letter and for your focused interest on PFAS. The EPA looks forward to
working with you to address this challenge. If you have further questions, please contact me or your
staff may contact Matt Klasen in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
klasen.matthew@epa.gov or (202) 566-0780.

Sincerely,

Moy

David P. Ross
Assistant Administrator
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The Honorable Martin Heinrich OFFICE OF WATER
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Heinrich:

Thank you for your letter of February 1, 2019, regarding Per- and Polyfluroalkyl Substances (PFAS).
The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) shares your concern for communities across the
United States that continue to deal with these substances. The PFAS issue is a priority for the EPA and
we are working cooperatively with our federal and state partners to address PFAS-related issues in order
to protect human health and the environment.

On February 14, 2019, the EPA announced the first-ever PFAS Action Plan, available at:
https://epa.gov/pfas. This historic plan responds to extensive public interest and input the EPA has
received, including at the agency’s May 2018 National Leadership Summit and subsequent visits to a
number of states across the nation, at which the agency heard directly from the public about PFAS issues
in their communities. The Action Plan represents the first time the EPA has built a national, multi-
media, multi-program, research, management, and risk communication plan to address an emerging
chemical of concern like PFAS. The Action Plan identifies both short-term solutions for addressing
PFAS chemicals and long-term strategies that will help provide the tools and technologies states, tribes,
and local communities need to clean up sites and provide clean and safe drinking water to their
residents. Major actions described in the Action Plan are highlighted below.

Drinking Water: The EPA intends to establish a maximum contaminant level (MCL) for PFOA and
PFOS—two of the most well-known and prevalent PFAS chemicals. To do so, the EPA is committed to
following the MCL rulemaking process as established by the Safe Drinking Water Act (SDWA)—a
process that is designed to ensure public participation, transparency, and the use of the best available
science and other technical information. By the end of this year, the EPA will propose a regulatory
determination, which is the next step in the Safe Drinking Water Act process for establishing an MCL.
The EPA is also gathering and evaluating information to determine if a SDWA regulation is appropriate
for a broader class of PFAS.

Cleanup: The EPA has already begun the regulatory development process for listing PFOA and PFOS
as hazardous substances and will issue interim groundwater cleanup recommendations for sites
contaminated with PFOA and PFOS. This important work will provide additional tools to help states and
communities address existing contamination and enhance the ability to hold responsible parties
accountable.

Enforcement: The EPA will continue its ongoing enforcement actions, create tools to address PFAS
exposure in the environment, and assist states in enforcement activities. Where the EPA finds that there
may be an imminent and substantial endangerment to public health related to PFAS contamination, the
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agency will consider using its response authority under CERCLA section 104 or utilizing its
enforcement authorities such as the SDWA section 1431 or RCRA section 7003.

Monitoring: The EPA will propose to include PFAS in the next round of nationwide drinking water
monitoring under the Unregulated Contaminant Monitoring Program. This will improve the EPA’s
understanding of the frequency and concentration of PFAS occurrence in drinking water. This additional
monitoring will utilize newer methods that will detect more PFAS chemicals and at lower levels. The
EPA will also consider PFAS chemicals for listing in the Toxics Release Inventory to help the agency
identify where these chemicals are being released.

Research: Through additional research, the EPA will rapidly expand the scientific foundation for
understanding and managing risk from PFAS. The EPA will develop new analytical methods so that
more PFAS chemicals can be detected in drinking water, in soil, and in groundwater. These efforts will
improve our ability to monitor and assess potential risks. The EPA’s research efforts also include
developing new technologies and treatment options to remove PFAS from drinking water and at
contaminated sites.

Risk Communications: The EPA will work across the agency—and the federal government—to
develop a PFAS risk communication toolbox that includes materials that states, tribes, and local partners
can use to effectively communicate with the public.

The PFAS Action Plan will help the EPA and its partners identify and better understand PFAS
contaminants generally, clean up current PFAS contamination, prevent future contamination, and
effectively communicate risk with the public. To implement the Action Plan, the EPA will continue to
work in close coordination with multiple entities, including other federal agencies, states, tribes, local
governments, water utilities, the regulated community, and the public.

Again, thank you for your letter and for your focused interest on PFAS. The EPA looks forward to
working with you to address this challenge. If you have further questions, please contact me or your
staff may contact Matt Klasen in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
klasen.matthew(@epa.gov or (202) 566-0780.

Sincerely,

OFan

David P. Ross
Assistant Administrator
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The Honorable Robert Menendez OFFICE OF WATER
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Menendez:

Thank you for your letter of February 1, 2019, regarding Per- and Polyfluroalkyl Substances (PFAS).
The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) shares your concern for communities across the
United States that continue to deal with these substances. The PFAS issue is a priority for the EPA and
we are working cooperatively with our federal and state partners to address PFAS-related issues in order
to protect human health and the environment.

On February 14, 2019, the EPA announced the first-ever PFAS Action Plan, available at:
https://epa.gov/pfas. This historic plan responds to extensive public interest and input the EPA has
received, including at the agency’s May 2018 National Leadership Summit and subsequent visits to a
number of states across the nation, at which the agency heard directly from the public about PFAS issues
in their communities. The Action Plan represents the first time the EPA has built a national, multi-
media, multi-program, research, management, and risk communication plan to address an emerging
chemical of concern like PFAS. The Action Plan identifies both short-term solutions for addressing
PFAS chemicals and long-term strategies that will help provide the tools and technologies states, tribes,
and local communities need to clean up sites and provide clean and safe drinking water to their
residents. Major actions described in the Action Plan are highlighted below.

Drinking Water: The EPA intends to establish a maximum contaminant level (MCL) for PFOA and
PFOS—two of the most well-known and prevalent PFAS chemicals. To do so, the EPA is committed to
following the MCL rulemaking process as established by the Safe Drinking Water Act (SDWA)—a
process that is designed to ensure public participation, transparency, and the use of the best available
science and other technical information. By the end of this year, the EPA will propose a regulatory
determination, which is the next step in the Safe Drinking Water Act process for establishing an MCL.
The EPA is also gathering and evaluating information to determine if a SDWA regulation is appropriate
for a broader class of PFAS.

Cleanup: The EPA has already begun the regulatory development process for listing PFOA and PFOS
as hazardous substances and will issue interim groundwater cleanup recommendations for sites
contaminated with PFOA and PFOS. This important work will provide additional tools to help states and
communities address existing contamination and enhance the ability to hold responsible parties
accountable.

Enforcement: The EPA will continue its ongoing enforcement actions, create tools to address PFAS
exposure in the environment, and assist states in enforcement activities. Where the EPA finds that there
may be an imminent and substantial endangerment to public health related to PFAS contamination, the
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agency will consider using its response authority under CERCLA section 104 or utilizing its
enforcement authorities such as the SDWA section 1431 or RCRA section 7003.

Monitoring: The EPA will propose to include PFAS in the next round of nationwide drinking water
monitoring under the Unregulated Contaminant Monitoring Program. This will improve the EPA’s
understanding of the frequency and concentration of PFAS occurrence in drinking water. This additional
monitoring will utilize newer methods that will detect more PFAS chemicals and at lower levels. The
EPA will also consider PFAS chemicals for listing in the Toxics Release Inventory to help the agency
identify where these chemicals are being released.

Research: Through additional research, the EPA will rapidly expand the scientific foundation for
understanding and managing risk from PFAS. The EPA will develop new analytical methods so that
more PFAS chemicals can be detected in drinking water, in soil, and in groundwater. These efforts will
improve our ability to monitor and assess potential risks. The EPA’s research efforts also include
developing new technologies and treatment options to remove PFAS from drinking water and at
contaminated sites.

Risk Communications: The EPA will work across the agency—and the federal government—to
develop a PFAS risk communication toolbox that includes materials that states, tribes, and local partners
can use to effectively communicate with the public.

The PFAS Action Plan will help the EPA and its partners identify and better understand PFAS
contaminants generally, clean up current PFAS contamination, prevent future contamination, and
effectively communicate risk with the public. To implement the Action Plan, the EPA will continue to
work in close coordination with multiple entities, including other federal agencies, states, tribes, local
governments, water utilities, the regulated community, and the public.

Again, thank you for your letter and for your focused interest on PFAS. The EPA looks forward to
working with you to address this challenge. If you have further questions, please contact me or your
staff may contact Matt Klasen in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
klasen.matthew(@epa.gov or (202) 566-0780.

Sincerely,

DRy

David P. Ross
Assistant Administrator
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FEB 15 2019

The Honorable Elizabeth Warren OFFICE OF WATER
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Warren:

Thank you for your letter of February 1, 2019, regarding Per- and Polyfluroalkyl Substances (PFAS).
The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) shares your concern for communities across the
United States that continue to deal with these substances. The PFAS issue is a priority for the EPA and
we are working cooperatively with our federal and state partners to address PFAS-related issues in order
to protect human health and the environment.

On February 14, 2019, the EPA announced the first-ever PFAS Action Plan, available at:
https://epa.gov/pfas. This historic plan responds to extensive public interest and input the EPA has
received, including at the agency’s May 2018 National Leadership Summit and subsequent visits to a
number of states across the nation, at which the agency heard directly from the public about PFAS issues
in their communities. The Action Plan represents the first time the EPA has built a national, multi-
media, multi-program, research, management, and risk communication plan to address an emerging
chemical of concern like PFAS. The Action Plan identifies both short-term solutions for addressing
PFAS chemicals and long-term strategies that will help provide the tools and technologies states, tribes,
and local communities need to clean up sites and provide clean and safe drinking water to their
residents. Major actions described in the Action Plan are highlighted below.

Drinking Water: The EPA intends to establish a maximum contaminant level (MCL) for PFOA and
PFOS—two of the most well-known and prevalent PFAS chemicals. To do so, the EPA is committed to
following the MCL rulemaking process as established by the Safe Drinking Water Act (SDWA)—a
process that is designed to ensure public participation, transparency, and the use of the best available
science and other technical information. By the end of this year, the EPA will propose a regulatory
determination, which is the next step in the Safe Drinking Water Act process for establishing an MCL.
The EPA is also gathering and evaluating information to determine if a SDWA regulation is appropriate
for a broader class of PFAS.

Cleanup: The EPA has already begun the regulatory development process for listing PFOA and PFOS
as hazardous substances and will issue interim groundwater cleanup recommendations for sites
contaminated with PFOA and PFOS. This important work will provide additional tools to help states and
communities address existing contamination and enhance the ability to hold responsible parties
accountable.

Enforcement: The EPA will continue its ongoing enforcement actions, create tools to address PFAS
exposure in the environment, and assist states in enforcement activities. Where the EPA finds that there
may be an imminent and substantial endangerment to public health related to PFAS contamination, the
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agency will consider using its response authority under CERCLA section 104 or utilizing its
enforcement authorities such as the SDWA section 1431 or RCRA section 7003.

Monitoring: The EPA will propose to include PFAS in the next round of nationwide drinking water
monitoring under the Unregulated Contaminant Monitoring Program. This will improve the EPA’s
understanding of the frequency and concentration of PFAS occurrence in drinking water. This additional
monitoring will utilize newer methods that will detect more PFAS chemicals and at lower levels. The
EPA will also consider PFAS chemicals for listing in the Toxics Release Inventory to help the agency
identify where these chemicals are being released.

Research: Through additional research, the EPA will rapidly expand the scientific foundation for
understanding and managing risk from PFAS. The EPA will develop new analytical methods so that
more PFAS chemicals can be detected in drinking water, in soil, and in groundwater. These efforts will
improve our ability to monitor and assess potential risks. The EPA’s research efforts also include
developing new technologies and treatment options to remove PFAS from drinking water and at
contaminated sites.

Risk Communications: The EPA will work across the agency—and the federal government—to
develop a PFAS risk communication toolbox that includes materials that states, tribes, and local partners
can use to effectively communicate with the public.

The PFAS Action Plan will help the EPA and its partners identify and better understand PFAS
contaminants generally, clean up current PFAS contamination, prevent future contamination, and
effectively communicate risk with the public. To implement the Action Plan, the EPA will continue to
work in close coordination with multiple entities, including other federal agencies, states, tribes, local
governments, water utilities, the regulated community, and the public.

Again, thank you for your letter and for your focused interest on PFAS. The EPA looks forward to
working with you to address this challenge. If you have further questions, please contact me or your
staff may contact Matt Klasen in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
klasen.matthew@epa.gov or (202) 566-0780.

Sincerely,

DRas

David P. Ross
Assistant Administrator
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The Honorable Maria Cantwell OFFICE OF WATER
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Cantwell:

Thank you for your letter of February 1, 2019, regarding Per- and Polyfluroalkyl Substances (PFAS).
The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) shares your concern for communities across the
United States that continue to deal with these substances. The PFAS issue is a priority for the EPA and
we are working cooperatively with our federal and state partners to address PFAS-related issues in order
to protect human health and the environment.

On February 14, 2019, the EPA announced the first-ever PFAS Action Plan, available at:
https://epa.gov/pfas. This historic plan responds to extensive public interest and input the EPA has
received, including at the agency’s May 2018 National Leadership Summit and subsequent visits to a
number of states across the nation, at which the agency heard directly from the public about PFAS issues
in their communities. The Action Plan represents the first time the EPA has built a national, multi-
media, multi-program, research, management, and risk communication plan to address an emerging
chemical of concern like PFAS. The Action Plan identifies both short-term solutions for addressing
PFAS chemicals and long-term strategies that will help provide the tools and technologies states, tribes,
and local communities need to clean up sites and provide clean and safe drinking water to their
residents. Major actions described in the Action Plan are highlighted below.

Drinking Water: The EPA intends to establish a maximum contaminant level (MCL) for PFOA and
PFOS—two of the most well-known and prevalent PFAS chemicals. To do so, the EPA is committed to
following the MCL rulemaking process as established by the Safe Drinking Water Act (SDWA)—a
process that is designed to ensure public participation, transparency, and the use of the best available
science and other technical information. By the end of this year, the EPA will propose a regulatory
determination, which is the next step in the Safe Drinking Water Act process for establishing an MCL.
The EPA is also gathering and evaluating information to determine if a SDWA regulation is appropriate
for a broader class of PFAS.

Cleanup: The EPA has already begun the regulatory development process for listing PFOA and PFOS
as hazardous substances and will issue interim groundwater cleanup recommendations for sites
contaminated with PFOA and PFOS. This important work will provide additional tools to help states and
communities address existing contamination and enhance the ability to hold responsible parties
accountable.

Enforcement: The EPA will continue its ongoing enforcement actions, create tools to address PFAS
exposure in the environment, and assist states in enforcement activities. Where the EPA finds that there
may be an imminent and substantial endangerment to public health related to PFAS contamination, the
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agency will consider using its response authority under CERCLA section 104 or utilizing its
enforcement authorities such as the SDWA section 1431 or RCRA section 7003.

Monitoring: The EPA will propose to include PFAS in the next round of nationwide drinking water
monitoring under the Unregulated Contaminant Monitoring Program. This will improve the EPA’s
understanding of the frequency and concentration of PFAS occurrence in drinking water. This additional
monitoring will utilize newer methods that will detect more PFAS chemicals and at lower levels. The
EPA will also consider PFAS chemicals for listing in the Toxics Release Inventory to help the agency
identify where these chemicals are being released.

Research: Through additional research, the EPA will rapidly expand the scientific foundation for
understanding and managing risk from PFAS. The EPA will develop new analytical methods so that
more PFAS chemicals can be detected in drinking water, in soil, and in groundwater. These efforts will
improve our ability to monitor and assess potential risks. The EPA’s research efforts also include
developing new technologies and treatment options to remove PFAS from drinking water and at
contaminated sites.

Risk Communications: The EPA will work across the agency—and the federal government—to
develop a PFAS risk communication toolbox that includes materials that states, tribes, and local partners
can use to effectively communicate with the public.

The PFAS Action Plan will help the EPA and its partners identify and better understand PFAS
contaminants generally, clean up current PFAS contamination, prevent future contamination, and
effectively communicate risk with the public. To implement the Action Plan, the EPA will continue to
work in close coordination with multiple entities, including other federal agencies, states, tribes, local
governments, water utilities, the regulated community, and the public.

Again, thank you for your letter and for your focused interest on PFAS. The EPA looks forward to
working with you to address this challenge. If you have further questions, please contact me or your
staff may contact Matt Klasen in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
klasen.matthew(@epa.gov or (202) 566-0780.

Sincerely,

DRas

David P. Ross
Assistant Administrator
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[FEB 15 2M9
The Honorable Patty Murray OFFICE OF WATER
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Murray:

Thank you for your letter of February 1, 2019, regarding Per- and Polyfluroalkyl Substances (PFAS).
The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) shares your concern for communities across the
United States that continue to deal with these substances. The PFAS issue is a priority for the EPA and
we are working cooperatively with our federal and state partners to address PFAS-related issues in order
to protect human health and the environment.

On February 14, 2019, the EPA announced the first-ever PFAS Action Plan, available at:
https://epa.gov/pfas. This historic plan responds to extensive public interest and input the EPA has
received, including at the agency’s May 2018 National Leadership Summit and subsequent visits to a
number of states across the nation, at which the agency heard directly from the public about PFAS issues
in their communities. The Action Plan represents the first time the EPA has built a national, multi-
media, multi-program, research, management, and risk communication plan to address an emerging
chemical of concern like PFAS. The Action Plan identifies both short-term solutions for addressing
PFAS chemicals and long-term strategies that will help provide the tools and technologies states, tribes,
and local communities need to clean up sites and provide clean and safe drinking water to their
residents. Major actions described in the Action Plan are highlighted below.

Drinking Water: The EPA intends to establish a maximum contaminant level (MCL) for PFOA and
PFOS—two of the most well-known and prevalent PFAS chemicals. To do so, the EPA is committed to
following the MCL rulemaking process as established by the Safe Drinking Water Act (SDWA)—a
process that is designed to ensure public participation, transparency, and the use of the best available
science and other technical information. By the end of this year, the EPA will propose a regulatory
determination, which is the next step in the Safe Drinking Water Act process for establishing an MCL.
The EPA is also gathering and evaluating information to determine if a SDWA regulation is appropriate
for a broader class of PFAS.

Cleanup: The EPA has already begun the regulatory development process for listing PFOA and PFOS
as hazardous substances and will issue interim groundwater cleanup recommendations for sites
contaminated with PFOA and PFOS. This important work will provide additional tools to help states and
communities address existing contamination and enhance the ability to hold responsible parties
accountable.

Enforcement: The EPA will continue its ongoing enforcement actions, create tools to address PFAS
exposure in the environment, and assist states in enforcement activities. Where the EPA finds that there
may be an imminent and substantial endangerment to public health related to PFAS contamination, the
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agency will consider using its response authority under CERCLA section 104 or utilizing its
enforcement authorities such as the SDWA section 1431 or RCRA section 7003.

Monitoring: The EPA will propose to include PFAS in the next round of nationwide drinking water
monitoring under the Unregulated Contaminant Monitoring Program. This will improve the EPA’s
understanding of the frequency and concentration of PFAS occurrence in drinking water. This additional
monitoring will utilize newer methods that will detect more PFAS chemicals and at lower levels. The
EPA will also consider PFAS chemicals for listing in the Toxics Release Inventory to help the agency
identify where these chemicals are being released.

Research: Through additional research, the EPA will rapidly expand the scientific foundation for
understanding and managing risk from PFAS. The EPA will develop new analytical methods so that
more PFAS chemicals can be detected in drinking water, in soil, and in groundwater. These efforts will
improve our ability to monitor and assess potential risks. The EPA’s research efforts also include
developing new technologies and treatment options to remove PFAS from drinking water and at
contaminated sites.

Risk Communications: The EPA will work across the agency—and the federal government—to
develop a PFAS risk communication toolbox that includes materials that states, tribes, and local partners
can use to effectively communicate with the public.

The PFAS Action Plan will help the EPA and its partners identify and better understand PFAS
contaminants generally, clean up current PFAS contamination, prevent future contamination, and
effectively communicate risk with the public. To implement the Action Plan, the EPA will continue to
work in close coordination with multiple entities, including other federal agencies, states, tribes, local
governments, water utilities, the regulated community, and the public.

Again, thank you for your letter and for your focused interest on PFAS. The EPA looks forward to
working with you to address this challenge. If you have further questions, please contact me or your
staff may contact Matt Klasen in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
klasen.matthew@epa.gov or (202) 566-0780.

Sincerely,
OPeas

David P. Ross
Assistant Administrator
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The Honorable Margaret Wood Hassan OFFICE OF WATER

United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Hassan;

Thank you for your letter of February 1, 2019, regarding Per- and Polyfluroalkyl Substances (PFAS).
The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) shares your concern for communities across the
United States that continue to deal with these substances. The PFAS issue is a priority for the EPA and
we are working cooperatively with our federal and state partners to address PFAS-related issues in order
to protect human health and the environment.

On February 14, 2019, the EPA announced the first-ever PFAS Action Plan, available at:
https://epa.gov/pfas. This historic plan responds to extensive public interest and input the EPA has
received, including at the agency’s May 2018 National Leadership Summit and subsequent visits to a
number of states across the nation, at which the agency heard directly from the public about PFAS issues
in their communities. The Action Plan represents the first time the EPA has built a national, multi-
media, multi-program, research, management, and risk communication plan to address an emerging
chemical of concern like PFAS. The Action Plan identifies both short-term solutions for addressing
PFAS chemicals and long-term strategies that will help provide the tools and technologies states, tribes,
and local communities need to clean up sites and provide clean and safe drinking water to their
residents. Major actions described in the Action Plan are highlighted below.

Drinking Water: The EPA intends to establish a maximum contaminant level (MCL) for PFOA and
PFOS—two of the most well-known and prevalent PFAS chemicals. To do so, the EPA is committed to
following the MCL rulemaking process as established by the Safe Drinking Water Act (SDWA)—a
process that is designed to ensure public participation, transparency, and the use of the best available
science and other technical information. By the end of this year, the EPA will propose a regulatory
determination, which is the next step in the Safe Drinking Water Act process for establishing an MCL.
The EPA is also gathering and evaluating information to determine if a SDWA re gulation is appropriate
for a broader class of PFAS.

Cleanup: The EPA has already begun the regulatory development process for listing PFOA and PFOS
as hazardous substances and will issue interim groundwater cleanup recommendations for sites
contaminated with PFOA and PFOS. This important work will provide additional tools to help states and
communities address existing contamination and enhance the ability to hold responsible parties
accountable.

Enforcement: The EPA will continue its ongoing enforcement actions, create tools to address PFAS
exposure in the environment, and assist states in enforcement activities. Where the EPA finds that there
may be an imminent and substantial endangerment to public health related to PFAS contamination, the
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agency will consider using its response authority under CERCLA section 104 or utilizing its
enforcement authorities such as the SDWA section 1431 or RCRA section 7003.

Monitoring: The EPA will propose to include PFAS in the next round of nationwide drinking water
monitoring under the Unregulated Contaminant Monitoring Program. This will improve the EPA’s
understanding of the frequency and concentration of PFAS occurrence in drinking water. This additional
monitoring will utilize newer methods that will detect more PFAS chemicals and at lower levels. The
EPA will also consider PFAS chemicals for listing in the Toxics Release Inventory to help the agency
identify where these chemicals are being released.

Research: Through additional research, the EPA will rapidly expand the scientific foundation for
understanding and managing risk from PFAS. The EPA will develop new analytical methods so that
more PFAS chemicals can be detected in drinking water, in soil, and in groundwater. These efforts will
improve our ability to monitor and assess potential risks. The EPA’s research efforts also include
developing new technologies and treatment options to remove PFAS from drinking water and at
contaminated sites.

Risk Communications: The EPA will work across the agency—and the federal government—to
develop a PFAS risk communication toolbox that includes materials that states, tribes, and local partners
can use to effectively communicate with the public.

The PFAS Action Plan will help the EPA and its partners identify and better understand PFAS
contaminants generally, clean up current PFAS contamination, prevent future contamination, and
effectively communicate risk with the public. To implement the Action Plan, the EPA will continue to
work in close coordination with multiple entities, including other federal agencies, states, tribes, local
governments, water utilities, the regulated community, and the public.

Again, thank you for your letter and for your focused interest on PFAS. The EPA looks forward to
working with you to address this challenge. If you have further questions, please contact me or your
staff may contact Matt Klasen in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
klasen.matthew@epa.gov or (202) 566-0780.

Sincerely,

DRon

David P. Ross
Assistant Administrator
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The Honorable Debbie Stabenow OFFICE OF WATER
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Stabenow:

Thank you for your letter of February 1, 2019, regarding Per- and Polyfluroalkyl Substances (PFAS).
The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) shares your concern for communities across the
United States that continue to deal with these substances. The PFAS issue is a priority for the EPA and
we are working cooperatively with our federal and state partners to address PFAS-related issues in order
to protect human health and the environment.

On February 14, 2019, the EPA announced the first-ever PFAS Action Plan, available at:
https://epa.gov/pfas. This historic plan responds to extensive public interest and input the EPA has
received, including at the agency’s May 2018 National Leadership Summit and subsequent visits to a
number of states across the nation, at which the agency heard directly from the public about PFAS issues
in their communities. The Action Plan represents the first time the EPA has built a national, multi-
media, multi-program, research, management, and risk communication plan to address an emerging
chemical of concern like PFAS. The Action Plan identifies both short-term solutions for addressing
PFAS chemicals and long-term strategies that will help provide the tools and technologies states, tribes,
and local communities need to clean up sites and provide clean and safe drinking water to their
residents. Major actions described in the Action Plan are highlighted below.

Drinking Water: The EPA intends to establish a maximum contaminant level (MCL) for PFOA and
PFOS—two of the most well-known and prevalent PFAS chemicals. To do so, the EPA is committed to
following the MCL rulemaking process as established by the Safe Drinking Water Act (SDWA)—a
process that is designed to ensure public participation, transparency, and the use of the best available
science and other technical information. By the end of this year, the EPA will propose a regulatory
determination, which is the next step in the Safe Drinking Water Act process for establishing an MCL.
The EPA is also gathering and evaluating information to determine if a SDWA regulation is appropriate
for a broader class of PFAS.

Cleanup: The EPA has already begun the regulatory development process for listing PFOA and PFOS
as hazardous substances and will issue interim groundwater cleanup recommendations for sites
contaminated with PFOA and PFOS. This important work will provide additional tools to help states and
communities address existing contamination and enhance the ability to hold responsible parties
accountable.

Enforcement: The EPA will continue its ongoing enforcement actions, create tools to address PFAS
exposure in the environment, and assist states in enforcement activities. Where the EPA finds that there
may be an imminent and substantial endangerment to public health related to PFAS contamination, the
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agency will consider using its response authority under CERCLA section 104 or utilizing its
enforcement authorities such as the SDWA section 1431 or RCRA section 7003.

Monitoring: The EPA will propose to include PFAS in the next round of nationwide drinking water
monitoring under the Unregulated Contaminant Monitoring Program. This will improve the EPA’s
understanding of the frequency and concentration of PFAS occurrence in drinking water. This additional
monitoring will utilize newer methods that will detect more PFAS chemicals and at lower levels. The
EPA will also consider PFAS chemicals for listing in the Toxics Release Inventory to help the agency
identify where these chemicals are being released.

Research: Through additional research, the EPA will rapidly expand the scientific foundation for
understanding and managing risk from PFAS. The EPA will develop new analytical methods so that
more PFAS chemicals can be detected in drinking water, in soil, and in groundwater. These efforts will
improve our ability to monitor and assess potential risks. The EPA’s research efforts also include
developing new technologies and treatment options to remove PFAS from drinking water and at
contaminated sites.

Risk Communications: The EPA will work across the agency—and the federal government—to
develop a PFAS risk communication toolbox that includes materials that states, tribes, and local partners
can use to effectively communicate with the public.

The PFAS Action Plan will help the EPA and its partners identify and better understand PFAS
contaminants generally, clean up current PFAS contamination, prevent future contamination, and
effectively communicate risk with the public. To implement the Action Plan, the EPA will continue to
work in close coordination with multiple entities, including other federal agencies, states, tribes, local
governments, water utilities, the regulated community, and the public.

Again, thank you for your letter and for your focused interest on PFAS. The EPA looks forward to
working with you to address this challenge. If you have further questions, please contact me or your
staff may contact Matt Klasen in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
klasen.matthew@epa.gov or (202) 566-0780.

Sincerely,
DRsa

David P. Ross
Assistant Administrator
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The Honorable Shelley Moore Capito OFFICE OF WATER

United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Capito:

Thank you for your letter of February 1, 2019, regarding Per- and Polyfluroalkyl Substances (PFAS).
The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) shares your concern for communities across the
United States that continue to deal with these substances. The PFAS issue is a priority for the EPA and
we are working cooperatively with our federal and state partners to address PFAS-related issues in order
to protect human health and the environment.

On February 14, 2019, the EPA announced the first-ever PFAS Action Plan, available at:
https://epa.gov/pfas. This historic plan responds to extensive public interest and input the EPA has
received, including at the agency’s May 2018 National Leadership Summit and subsequent visits to a
number of states across the nation, at which the agency heard directly from the public about PFAS issues
in their communities. The Action Plan represents the first time the EPA has built a national, multi-
media, multi-program, research, management, and risk communication plan to address an emerging
chemical of concern like PFAS. The Action Plan identifies both short-term solutions for addressing
PFAS chemicals and long-term strategies that will help provide the tools and technologies states, tribes,
and local communities need to clean up sites and provide clean and safe drinking water to their
residents. Major actions described in the Action Plan are highlighted below.

Drinking Water: The EPA intends to establish a maximum contaminant level (MCL) for PFOA and
PFOS—two of the most well-known and prevalent PFAS chemicals. To do so, the EPA is committed to
following the MCL rulemaking process as established by the Safe Drinking Water Act (SDWA)—a
process that is designed to ensure public participation, transparency, and the use of the best available
science and other technical information. By the end of this year, the EPA will propose a regulatory
determination, which is the next step in the Safe Drinking Water Act process for establishing an MCL.
The EPA is also gathering and evaluating information to determine if a SDWA regulation is appropriate
for a broader class of PFAS.

Cleanup: The EPA has already begun the regulatory development process for listing PFOA and PFOS
as hazardous substances and will issue interim groundwater cleanup recommendations for sites
contaminated with PFOA and PFOS. This important work will provide additional tools to help states and
communities address existing contamination and enhance the ability to hold responsible parties
accountable.

Enforcement: The EPA will continue its ongoing enforcement actions, create tools to address PFAS
exposure in the environment, and assist states in enforcement activities. Where the EPA finds that there
may be an imminent and substantial endangerment to public health related to PFAS contamination, the
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agency will consider using its response authority under CERCLA section 104 or utilizing its
enforcement authorities such as the SDWA section 1431 or RCRA section 7003.

Monitoring: The EPA will propose to include PFAS in the next round of nationwide drinking water
monitoring under the Unregulated Contaminant Monitoring Program. This will improve the EPA’s
understanding of the frequency and concentration of PFAS occurrence in drinking water. This additional
monitoring will utilize newer methods that will detect more PFAS chemicals and at lower levels. The
EPA will also consider PFAS chemicals for listing in the Toxics Release Inventory to help the agency
identify where these chemicals are being released.

Research: Through additional research, the EPA will rapidly expand the scientific foundation for
understanding and managing risk from PFAS. The EPA will develop new analytical methods so that
more PFAS chemicals can be detected in drinking water, in soil, and in groundwater. These efforts will
improve our ability to monitor and assess potential risks. The EPA’s research efforts also include
developing new technologies and treatment options to remove PFAS from drinking water and at
contaminated sites.

Risk Communications: The EPA will work across the agency—and the federal government—to
develop a PFAS risk communication toolbox that includes materials that states, tribes, and local partners
can use to effectively communicate with the public.

The PFAS Action Plan will help the EPA and its partners identify and better understand PFAS
contaminants generally, clean up current PFAS contamination, prevent future contamination, and
effectively communicate risk with the public. To implement the Action Plan, the EPA will continue to
work in close coordination with multiple entities, including other federal agencies, states, tribes, local
governments, water utilities, the regulated community, and the public.

Again, thank you for your letter and for your focused interest on PFAS. The EPA looks forward to
working with you to address this challenge. If you have further questions, please contact me or your
staff may contact Matt Klasen in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
klasen.matthew@epa.gov or (202) 566-0780.

Sincerely,

DRy

David P. Ross
Assistant Administrator



United States Senate

WASHINGTON, DC 20510
March 18, 2019

The Honorable Andrew Wheeler

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
1200 Pennsylvania Ave., NW
Washington, DC 20004

Dear Administrator Wheeler,

We strongly oppose any action that could lead to the undoing of the Mercury Rule (the
Mercury and Air Toxics Standards Rule). We write to urge you to withdraw the Environmental
Protection Agency’s (EPA) December 27, 2018 proposal that finds it is no longer “appropriate
and necessary” to regulate mercury and air toxic emissions from coal and oil fired power plants
which could lead to the undoing of the rule. Mercury is a deadly toxin that harms the
development of fetuses and children. It makes no sense to take any action that could lead to the
weakening of mercury emission standards.

We support the Mercury Rule because cleaner air means better health, a better economy,
and better jobs for residents of our states. As a result of the Mercury Rule, power plants are
emitting nearly 90 percent less mercury than a decade ago and we are already seeing the public
health benefits. We agree with EPA’s decision to keep the Mercury Rule in place. However, if
EPA finds that it is no longer “appropriate and necessary” to regulate mercury emissions from
coal and oil fired power plants, it could lead to the undoing, or weakening, of the Mercury Rule,
This could result in installed mercury and air toxic control technology to be turned off, erasing
all the benefits we have seen from the Mercury Rule.

Utilities have already spent rate-payer dollars to fully comply with the Mercury Rule.
Keeping the “appropriate and necessary” finding in place and protecting the rule provides much-
needed regulatory certainty for the electric power industry and consumers. The last compliance
deadline for the Mercury Rule passed more than two years ago and the utility industry has
repeatedly stated that they support the Mercury Rule and that no changes are necessary.
Providing utilities with regulatory certainty by keeping the Mercury Rule in place and effective
will help to maintain steady electricity prices for American families across the country.

We believe it is critical to protect our children and our families from dangerous mercury
pollution. While we understand that quantifying the monetary benefits of reduced mercury
emissions is difficult, there are numerous important non-monetized benefits to the health of our
children. According to the National Institutes of Health, mercury is a highly toxic element, there
are no known safe levels of exposure, and it is a “serious health hazard for children.” We believe
it is critical to protect our children and our families from this dangerous pollutant. Therefore, we
believe it is essential that EPA keep in place the “appropriate and necessary” determination.

Today, Americans are breathing cleaner air and their health is better due in part to the
Mercury Rule. In short, the Mercury Rule works and we urge EPA to withdraw its proposal to
revoke the “appropriate and necessary” finding and ensure there are no future changes that would
undermine the Mercury Rule.

Sincerely,
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THOM TILLIS
NORTH CAROLINA

113 DIRKSEN SENATE OFFICE BLDG
WasHINGTON, DC 20510
PH: (202) 224-6342

https:/ftillis.senate.gov

NMnited States Denate

WASHINGTON, DC 20510
April 1, 2019

The Honorable Andrew Wheeler

Administrator

United States Environmental Protection Agency
1200 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W., Room 1101A

Washington, D.C. 20460

Re: City of Havelock, North Carolina
EPA-OLEM-OBLR-18-07

Dear Administrator Wheeler:

COMMITTEES
ARMED SERVICES

BANKING, HOUSING, AND URBAN
DEVELOPMENT

JUDICIARY
VETERANS’ AFFAIRS

I am pleased to support the grant application submitted by the City of Havelock,
North Carolina for funding through the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA)
Brownfields Cleanup grant program.

The City of Havelock indicates it has identified the Phoenix Landfill Brownfields,
an abandoned site comprising approximately 150,000 cubic yards of unprocessed
debris, as a public safety hazard for the unsupervised youth in the nearby
neighborhoods and school who sometimes accessed to the site. The City annexed the
property with plans to clean the site, using it to add new open green space along the
area’s creeks. The City has completed preliminary work on the project and has
secured leveraged funding, including $1 million from the State of North Carolina.
Debris removal will begin this summer. Cleanup funding will provide a crucial piece
of Havelock’s budget for this important project that will benefit the people of
Havelock and the city’s adjacent waterways.

Thank you for your consideration of the City of Havelock’s request as you make your
final decision for the Brownfields Cleanup grant program. Please feel free to contact
my Raleigh office at 919-856-4630 if you have questions regarding this request.

TRT/Im

CHARLOTTE OFFICE:
9300 HARRIS CORNERS Pkwy
SuiTe 170
CHarLOTTE, NC 28269
PH: (704) 509-9087

Sincerely,

Thom Tillis
U.S. Senator

RALEIGH OFFICE: HIGH POINT OFFICE: GREENVILLE OFFICE:
310 New BERN AVE 1840 EASTCHESTER DR 1694 E ARLINGTON BLVD

SuITE 200

RALEIGH, NC 27601 HiGH PoINT, NC 27265 GREENVILLE, NC 27858
PH: {919) 8564630 PH: {336) 885-0685

PH: {252) 329-0371

HENDERSONVILLE OFFICE:
1 HisTORIC COURTHOUSE SC
Suite 112
HENDERSONVILLE, NC 28792
PH: (828) 693-8750
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OFFICE OF
SOLID WASTE AND
EMERGENCY RESPONSE

The Honorable Thom Tillis oW THE
United States Senate EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Tillis:

Thank you for your letter of April 1, 2019, to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, supporting the
brownfields grant proposal from the city of Havelock, North Carolina. We appreciate your interest in the
Brownfields Program and your support of this proposal.

Since its inception in 1995, the EPA's Brownfields Program has grown into a proven, results-oriented
program that has changed the way contaminated property is perceived, addressed, and managed. The
EPA's Brownfields Program is designed to empower states, communities, and other stakeholders in
economic redevelopment to work together in a timely manner to prevent, assess, safely clean up, and
sustainably reuse brownfields. The program is an excellent example of the success that is possible when
people of all points of view work together to improve the environment and their communities.

Last year's application process was highly competitive with the EPA evaluating more than 620 grant
proposals. From these proposals, the EPA announced the selection of approximately 220 grants.

The EPA’s selection criteria for grant proposals are available in the Proposal Guidelines for Brownfields
Multipurpose, Assessment, and Cleanup Grants (November 2018), posted on our brownfields website at
www.epa.gov/brownfields. Each proposal will be carefully reviewed and evaluated by a selection panel
that applies these objective criteria in this highly competitive program. The grant proposal submitted by
the city of Havelock will be given every consideration.

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Raquel Snyder in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at

snyder.raquel@epa.gov or at (202) 564-9586.

cerely,

Barry N. Breen
Acting Assistant Administrator

Intemet Address (URL) @ http://www.epa.gov
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THOM TILLIS
NORTH CAROLINA

113 Dirksen SENATE OFFICE BLDG
WasHINGTON, DC 20510
PH: {202} 224-6342

COMMITTEES
ARMED SERVICES

BANKING, HOUSING, AND URBAN
DEVELOPMENT

JUDICIARY
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CHARLOTTE OFFICE:
9300 HarRis CORNERS Prwy

CHARLOTTE, NC 28269
Py: (704) 509-9087

Wnited Dtates Denate

WASHINGTON, DC 20510
April 18, 2019

The Honorable Andrew Wheeler

Administrator

United States Environmental Protection Agency
1200 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W., Room 1101A
Washington, D.C. 20460

Re: City of Newton, North Carolina
EPA-ELEM-OBLR-18-06
Grant Tracking Number: GRANT12777416

Dear Administrator Wheeler:

I am pleased to support the grant application submitted by the City of Newton,
North Carolina for funding through the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA)
Brownfields Community-Wide Assessment grant program in the amount of
$300,000.

The City of Newton indicates it has identified areas of blight within the City where
vacant mills, factories, gas stations, and dry cleaners suffer structural deterioration,
creating a public safety hazard. Due to the rapid decline in manufacturing,
compounded by two recessions, the City struggles to recover from these devastating
economic setbacks. Grant funding would enable the City to perform a complete
assessment on the most dilapidated parcels in order to identify, prioritize, and plan
for economic development reuse which would support efforts to create economic
renewal in the community.

Thank you for your consideration of the City of Newton’s request as you make your
final decision for the Brownfields Community-Wide Assessment grant program.
Please feel free to contact my Raleigh office at 919-856-4630 if you have questions
regarding this request.

‘Sincerely,

’ L 4

Thom Tillis
U.S. Senator

TRT/Im
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Dear Senator Tillis:

Thank you for your letter of April 18, 2019, to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, supporting
the brownfields grant proposal from the city of Newton, North Carolina. We appreciate your interest in
the Brownfields Program and your support of this proposal.

Since its inception in 1995, the EPA's Brownfields Program has grown into a proven, results-oriented
program that has changed the way contaminated property is perceived, addressed, and managed. The
EPA's Brownfields Program is designed to empower states, communities, and other stakeholders in
economic redevelopment to work together in a timely manner to prevent, assess, safely clean up, and
sustainably reuse brownfields. The program is an excellent example of the success that is possible when
people of all points of view work together to improve the environment and their communities. ‘

Last year's application process was highly competitive with the EPA evaluating more than 620 grant
proposals. From these proposals, the EPA announced the selection of approximately 220 grants.

The EPA’s selection criteria for grant proposals are available in the Proposal Guidelines for Brownfields
Multipurpose, Assessment, and Cleanup Grants (November 2018), posted on our brownfields website at
www.epa.gov/brownfields. Each proposal will be carefully reviewed and evaluated by a selection panel
that applies these objective criteria in this highly competitive program. The grant proposal submitted by
the city of Newton will be given every consideration.

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Raquel Snyder in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at

snyder.raquel@epa.gov or at (202) 564-9586.

cergly,

Acting Assistant Administrator

Internet Address (URL) @ http://www.epa.gov
Recycled/Recyclable @ Printed with Vegetable Oil Based Inks on 100% Postconsumer, Process Chlorine Free Recycled Paper
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